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[No. 81] 


FULL COMMITTEE HEARINGS ON H. R. 8726 “TO AUTHORIZED 
CERTAIN CONSTRUCTION AT MILITARY AND NAVAL INSTALLA- 
TIONS AND FOR THE ALASKA COMMUNICATIONS SYSTEM, AND 
FOR OTHER PURPOSES” 


House or 
CoMMITTEE ON ARMED SERVICES, 
Washington, D. C. Wednesday, April 7, 1954. 

(The committee met at 10 o'clock, a. m., the Honorable Dewey 
Short, chairman of the comittee, presiding. ) 

The Cuarrman. The committee will please be in order. 

The Chair would like to announce that the Republican Conference 
convenes this morning at 11 o’clock. Perhaps we might sit on a 
little while after that. It is on this wire-tapping and anti-traitor 
bill. 

Members of the committee, we have before us this morning H. R. 
8726, the Military Public Works Bill for fiscal year 1955. 

(The bill is as follows :) 


[H. R. 8726, 8838p CONG., 2p SESS.] 


A BILL To authorize certain construction at military and naval installations and for the 
Alaska Communications System, and for other purposes 


Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States 
of America in Congress assembled, 


TITLE I 


Spc. 101. The Secretary of the Army is authorized to establish or develop 
military installations and facilities by the construction, conversion, rehabilita- 
tion, or installation of permanent or temporary public works in respect of the 
following projects, which include site preparation, appurtenances, and related 
utilities and equipment: 


CONTINENTAL UNITED STATES 


TECHNICAL SERVICES FACILITIES 


(Ordnance Corps) 


Aberdeen Proving Ground, Maryland: Troop housing, research and develop- 
ment facilities, and training facilities, $2,071,000. 

Atchison storage facility, Atchison, Kansas: Development of underground stor- 
age facilities, including the acquisition of land, $1,155,000. 

Frankford Arsenal, Pennsylvania: Utilities, $1,626,000. 

Jet propulsion laboratory (California Institute of Technology), California: 
Utilities, $90,000. 

Letterkenny Ordnance Depot, Pennsylvania: Land acquisition and utilities, 
$2,190,000. 

Lima Ordnance Depot, Ohio: Operational facilitiesi, $33,000. 

Navajo Ordnance Depot, Arizona: Utilities, $185,000. 

Redstone Arsenal, Alabama: Troop housing and research and development 
facilities, $580,000. 
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(Quartermaster Corps) 


Fort Lee, Virginia: Troop housing, $1,967,000. 
New Cumberland General Depot (United States disciplinary barracks), Penn- 
sylvania: Troop housing, $492,000. 


(Chemical Corps) 


Army chemical center, Maryland: Research and development facilities, 
$632,000. 
(Signal Corps) 


Department of the Army transmitting station, vicinity of Woodbridge, Virginia : 
Troop housing and operational and closed storage facilities, $2,360,000 

Lexington Signal Depot, Kentucky: Troop housing, $492,000. 

Fort Monmouth, New Jersey: Troop housing, $330,000. 

Sacramento Signal Depot, California: Troop housing, $492,000. 


(Corps of Engineers) 


Fort Belvoir, Virginia: Troop housing, utilities, operational and maintenance 
facilities, and liquid storage facilities, $3,780,000. 


(Transportation Corps) 


Brooklyn Army Base, New York: Utilities, $1,264,000. 

Charleston Transportation Depot, South Carolina: Operational and water- 
front facilities, $370,000. 

Fort Eustis, Virginia: Troop housing, $5,479,000. 

Oakland Army Base, California: Troop housing, $1,835,000. 

Point Aux Pins Ammuntion Terminal, Alabama: Ammunition loading terminal, 
including acquisition of land, $26,951,000. 


(Medical Corps) 
Beaumont Army Hospital, Texas: Troop housing, $391,000. 
Brooke Army Medical Center, Texas: Troop housing, $1,129,000. 
FIELD FORCES FACILITIES 


(First Army Area) 
Fort Devens, Massachusetts: Troop housing, $2,297,000. 
Fort Dix, New Jersey: Troop housing, $330,000. 
(Second Army Area) 
Fort Knox, Kentucky : Troop housing, $2,028,000. 


(Third Army Area) 


Fort Benning, Georgia: Troop housing, $8,199,000. 

Fort Bragg, North Carolina: Troop housing, operational and maintenance 
facilities, and liquid and covered storage facilities, $6,259,000. 

Fort Campbell, Kentucky : Troop housing and open storage facilities, $7,066,000. 


(Fourth Army Area) 


Fort Bliss, Texas: Troop housing, $13,453,000. 

Fort Hood, Texas: Troop housing and supporting facilities, operational and 
maintenance facilities, utilities, and closed and open storage facilities, $10,182,000. 

Fort Sill, Oklahoma: Troop housing, and operational and open storage facili- 
ties, $3,692,000. 


(Fifth Army Area) 


Camp Carson, Colorado: Troop housing and supporting facilities, $7,491,000. 
Fort Riley, Kansas: Troop housing and utilities, $7,413,000. 
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(Sixth Army Area) 


Fort Lewis, Washington: Troop housing and utilities, $10,951,000. 
Presidio of Monterey, California: Troop housing, $330,000. 
Fort Ord, California: Troop housing and maintenance facilities, $774,000. 
Camp Cooke (United States disciplinary barracks), California: Troop housing, 
$923,000. 
(Military Academy ) 


United States Military Academy, New York: Troop housing and training facili- 
ties, $10,447,000. 


(Armed Forces Special Weapons Project) 


Various installations ;: Community facilities, maintenance facilities, liquid stor- 
age facilities, and utilities, $2,080,000. 


OUTSIDE CONTINENTAi. UNITED STATES 


(Alaskan Area) 


Eielson Air Force Base, Alaska: Tactical facilities, $800,000. 

Kenai, Alaska: Family housing and operational facilities, $1,674,000. 

Ladd Air Force Base, Alaska: Troop housing and tactical facilities, $2,821,000. 
Fort Richardson, Alaska: Tactical facilities, $1,800,000. 

Whittier, Alaska: Utilities and maintenance facilities, $541,000. 


(Far East Command Area) 


Okinawa: Community, troop supporting and medical facilities, troop housing, 
family housing (including one set of family quarters with a net floor area of not 
to exceed twenty-one hundred square feet), operational, maintenance and admin- 
istrative facilities, and utilities, $5,917,000. 


(Pacific Command Area) 


Waiawa Radio Transmission Station, Hawaii: Troop housing and utilities, 
$221,000. 


(Icelandic Command Area) 


Keflavik (and vicinity), Iceland: Family housing, troop housing and support- 
ing facilities, operational and maintenance facilities, and ammunition and closed 
storage facilities, $5,490,000. 

Sec. 102. The Secretary of the Army is authorized to establish or develop 
classified military installations and facilities by the acquisition of land and the 
construction, conversion, rehabilitation or installation of permanent or temporary 
public works, including site preparation, appurtenances, utilities and equipment, 
in the total amount of $87,700,000. 


TITLE It 


Sec. 201. The Secretary of the Navy is authorized to establish or develop naval 
installations and facilities by the construction, conversion, rehabilitation or in- 
stallation of permanent or temporary public works in respect of the following 
projects, which include site preparation, appurtenances, and related utilities and 
equipment : 


CONTINENTAL UNITED STATES 
SHIPYARD FACILITIES 


Naval shipyard; Boston, Massachusetts: Replacement of pier, $3,400,000. 
¢ Naval shipyard, Charleston, South Carolina: Compressed air facilities, 

555,000. 

Naval shipyard, Mare Island, Vallejo, California: Acquisition of railroad facili- 
ties, including land, $225,000. 

Naval Mine Countermeasures Station, Panama City, Florida: Waterfront and 
technical facilities, $1,500,000. 

Naval shipyard, San Francisco, California: Crane tracks for drydock, and 
pipefitters shop, $2,091,000. 
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FLEET FACILITIES 
og City, North Carolina ;: LST loading ramps, including land acquisition, 


Naval ‘submarine base, New London, Connecticut: Ordnance facilities, $476,000. 
Naval minecraft base, Charleston, South Carolina: Land acquisition, $158,000. 


AVIATION FACILITIES 


Naval air station, Alameda, California: Aircraft maintenance and overhaut 
facilities, $4,463,000. 

Alice, Texas: Operational facilities, $151,000. 

Naval air station, Atlantic City, New Jersey : Operational facilities and naviga- 
tional aids, $779,000. 

Marine Corps auxiliary air station, Beaufort, South Carolina: Aircraft main- 
tenance facilities, airfield pavements, administrative and community facilities, 
epen and covered storage and fuel storage facilities, utilities, security facilities, 
maintenance facilities, personnel facilities, and land acquisition, $11,096,000. 

Naval air station, Brunswick, Maine: Operational facilities, navigational aids, 
and utilities, $632,000. 

Naval air station, Cecil Field, Florida: Operational facilities, covered storage 
facilities, ammunition storage and ordnance facilities, navigational aids, and 
utilities, $1,384,000. 

Naval auxiliary air station, Chase Field, Texas: Aircraft maintenance facili- 
ties, $241,000. 

Marine Corps air station, Cherry Point, North Carolina: Airfield pavements, 
fuel dispensing facilities, communication facilities, navigational aids, utilities, 
and land acquisition, $1,609,000. 

Naval air station, Corpus Christi, Texas: Fuel dispensing facilities and navi- 
gational aids, $342,000. 

Naval auxiliary air station, Corry Field, Florida: Airfield pavements and air- 
field lighting facilities, $2,153,000. 

Naval auxiliary landing field, Crows Landing, California: Crash facilities, 
$89,000. 

Naval auxiliary air station, El Centro, California: Ammunition storage facili- 
ties, $225,000. 

Marine Corps air station, El Toro, California: Fuel dispensing facilities, navi- 
gational aids, communication facilities, and utilites, $1,675,000. 

Naval auxiliary air station, Fallon, Nevada: Operational facilities, personnel 
facilities, and medical facilities, $569,000. 

Naval air station, Glenview, Illinois: Land acquisition, $70,000. 

Naval auxiliary air station, Glynco, Georgia: Fuel storage facilities, communi- 
cation facilities, utilities, training equipment, and land acquisiton, $6,531,000. 

Naval auxiliary air station, Kingsville, Texas: Navigational aids, fuel storage 
facilities, and utilities, $666,000. 

Naval air facility, Litchfield Park, Arizona: Operational facilities, airfield 
pavements, aircraft maintenance facilities, communication facilities, and land 
acquisition, $1,654,000. 

Naval auxiliary air facility, Mayport, Florida: Land acquisition, $75,000. 

Naval air station, Miramar, California: Navigational aids, aircraft mainte- 
nance facilities, and utilities, $4,001,000. 

Naval air station, Moffett Field, California: Navigational aids, fuel dispensing 
facilities, training facilities, and land acquisiton, $1,336,000. 

Marne Corps auxiliary air station, Mojave, California: Land acquisition, 
$160,000, 

Marine Corps air facility, New River, North Carolina: Personnel facilities, 
maintenance facilities, and utilities, $972,000. 

Naval air station, Norfolk, Virginia: Training facilities, $628,000. 

Naval air station, Oceana, Virginia: Personnel facilities, community facilities, 
covered storage facilities, security facilities, navigational aids, utilities, and air- 
craft maintenance facilities, $4,696,000. 

Naval air station, Pensacola, Florida: Navigational aids and construction 
of outlying field, including navigation easements and land acquisition, $1,533,000. 

Naval air missile test center (San Nicolas Island), Point Mugu, California : 
Testing facilities, administrative facilities, maintenance facilities, security fa- 
cilities, and utilities, $1,132,000. 
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Naval ar station, Quonset Point, Rhode Island: Navigational aids, $579,000. 

Naval air station, San Diego, California: Operational facilities and aircraft 
maintenance facilities, $1,157,000. 

Padre Island, Texas: Operational facilities, $80,000. 

Naval air turbine test station, Trenton, New Jersey: Research and develop- 
ment facilities, $5,209,000. 

Naval air station, Whidbey Island, Washington: Aircraft maintenance facili- 
ties, airfield pavements, communication facilities, navigational aids, and utilities, 
$4,245,000, 

SUPPLY FACILITIES 


Naval supply center (Cheatham Annex), Norfolk, Virginia: Cold storage 
facilities, $653,000. 
Naval supply center, Oakland, California: Fire protection facilities, $3,051,000. 


MARINE CORPS FACILITIES 


Marine Corps depot of supplies, Albany, Georgia: Security facilities and main- 
tenance facilities, $452,000. 

Marine Base, Camp Lejeune, North Carolina: Training facilities, maintenance 
facilities and personnel facilities, $749,000. 

Marine Corps recruit depot, Parris Island, South Carolina: Utilities and cold 
storage facilities, $737,000. 

Marine Corps schools, Quantico, Virginia: Personnel facilities and community 
facilities, $585,000. 

Marine Corps recruit depot, San Diego, California: Training facilities, $82,000. 


ORDNANCE FACILITIES 


Naval ammunition depot, Charleston, South Carolina: Barricaded sidings, 
$671,000. 

Naval proving ground, Dahlgren, Virginia: Testing facilities and land acquisi- 
tion, $412,000. 

Naval ammunition depot, Earle, New Jersey: Land acquisition, $75,000. 

Naval ammunition depot, Fallbrook, California: Ordnance facilities, $278,000. 

Naval ammunition depot, Hawthorne, Nevada: Ordnance facilities, $308,000. 

Naval ordnance plant, Indianapolis, Indiana: Research and development facili- 
ties, $1,183,000. 

Naval powder factory, Indian Head, Maryland: Utilities, $345,000. 

Naval mine depot, Melville, Rhode Island: Ammunition storage facilities, 
$380,000. 

Naval magazine, Port Chicago, California: Tranfer depot facilities and land 
acquisition, $304,000. 

Naval ordnance laboratory, White Oak, Maryland: Research and development 
facilities, $361,000. 

Naval mine depot, Yorktown, Virginia: Barricaded sidings, $480,000. 


SERVICE SCHOOL FACILITIES 


Naval, Academy, Annapolis, Maryland: Training facilities, $5,680,000. 

Naval amphibious base, Coronado, California: Personnel facilities, $2,888,000. 

Naval training center, Great Lakes, Illinois: Personnel facilities, $5,564,000. 

Naval post graduate school, Monterey, California: Personnel facilities, 
$332,000. 

Fleet air defense training center, Point Loma, Califorina: Training facilities, 
$340,000. 

MEDICAL FACILITIES 


Naval hospital, Saint Albans, Long Island, New York: Utilities, $245,000. 
Naval hospital, San Diego, California: Personnel facilities, $756,000. 


OFFICE OF NAVAL RESEARCH FACILITIES 


Naval research laboratory, Washington, District of Columbia: Research fa- 
cilities, $996,000. 
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YARDS AND DOCKS FACILITIES 


Naval petroleum reserve number one, Elks Hill, California: Pipeline facilities, 
including easements and land acquisition, $8,000,000. 

Naval construction battalion center, Port Hueneme, California: Waterfront 
facilities and covered storage facilities, $4,669,000. 

San Bruno, California: Land acquisition, $750,000. 

Marine Corps training center, Twenty-nine Palms, California: Land acquisi- 
tion, $14,000. 

Various loctions: For restoration or replacement of facilities damaged or de- 
stroyed and provision for other urgent construction requirements, $2,500,000 


OvuTsmpE CONTINENTAL UNITED STATES 


FLEET ¥4CILITIES 


Naval station, Subic Bay, Philippine Islands: Waterfront facilities and 
utilities, $6,550,000, 


AVIATION FACILITIES 


Naval air facility, Cubi Point, Philippine Islands: Air freight terminal fa- 
cilities, personnel facilities, family housing, community facilities, waterfront 
protection facilities, covered and ammunition storage facilities, medical facilities, 
security facilities, and utilities, $6,085,000. 
Naval air station, Guantanamo Bay, Cuba: Medical facilities, $230,000. 
Naval air station, Iwakuni, Japan: Airfield pavements, ammunition and fuel 
storage facilities, and aircraft maintenance facilities, $2,246,000. 
Naval air station, Kodiak, Alaska: Community facilities, $719,000. 
Naval station, Kwajalein, Marshall Islands: Aircraft maintenance facilities, 


SUPPLY FACILITIES 


Naval station, Subic Bay, Philippine Islands: Fuel storage facilities, $5,956,000. 


COMMUNICATION FACILITIES 


Naval communication station, Philippine Islands: Communication facilities, 
personnel facilities, covered storage facilities, maintenance facilities, adminis- 
trative facilities, community facilities, medical facilities, waterfront facilities, 


and utilities, $6,520,000. 
“ YARDS AND DOCKS FACILITIES 


Various locations: For restoration or replacement of facilities damaged or 
destroyed and provision for other urgent construction requirements, $1,500,000. 

Sec. 202. The Secretary of the Navy is authorized to establish or develop classi- 
fied naval installations and facilities by the construction, conversion, rehabilita- 
tion, or installation of permanent or temporary publie works, including site 
preparation, appurtenances, utilities, and equipment, in the total amount of 
$63,358,000. 


TITLE Il 


Sec. 301. The Secretary of the Air Force is authorized to establish or develop 
military installations and facilities by the construction, conversion, rehabilitation, 
or installation of permanent or temporary public works in respect of the following 
projects, which include site preparation, appurtenances, and related utilities and 
equipment (the references hereinafter to Public Laws 60, 420, 564, 838, 910, 155, 
534, and 209 mean, respectively, Public Law 60, Eighty-first Congress, Public Law 
420, Eighty-first Congress, Public Law 564, Righty-first Congress, Public Law 838, 
HNighty-first Congress, Public Law 91, Eighty-first Congress, Public Law 155, 
EKighty-second Congress, Public Law 534, Eighty-second Congress, and Public Law 
209, Eighty-third Congress, as amended) : 


CONTINENTAL UNITED STATES 


STRATEGIC AIR COMMAND 


Abilene Air Force Base, Abilene, Texas: Airfield pavements, liquid fuel storage 
and dispensing facilities, communications and navigational aids, operational 
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facilities, aircraft maintenance facilities, training facilities, troop housing and 
messing facilities, utilities, land acquisition, medical facilities, storage facilities, 
personnel facilities, administrative and community facilities, and shop facilities, 
a total of $17,435,000, of which amount $2,760,000 is included in the authorizations 
in Public Laws 534 and 209, and $14,675,000 is herewith authorized. 

Altus Air Force Base, Altus, Oklahoma: Airfield pavements, liquid fuel storage 
and dispensing facilities, communications, navigational aids and airfields lighting 
facilities, operational facilities, aircraft maintenance facilities, training facilities, 
troop housing and messing facilites, utilities, land acquisition, storage facilities, 
personnel facilities, administrative and community facilities, and shop facilities, 
a total of $15,632,000, of which amount $1,518,000 is included in the authorization 
in Public Law 155, and $14,114,000 is herewith authorized. 

Barksdale Air Force Base, Shreveport, Louisiana: Airfield pavements, com- 
munications, navigational aids and airfield lighting facilities, aircraft mainte- 
nance facilities, troop housing and messing facilities, utilities, land acquisition, 
and shop facilities, $3,905,000, which amount is included in the authorizations 
in Publie Laws 564, 910, 155, 534 and 209. 

Bergstrom Air Force Base, Austin, Texas: Airfield pavements, liquid fuel 
storage and dispensing facilities, communications and navigational aids, opera- 
tional facilities, troop housing and messing facilities, utilities, land acquisition, 
storage facilities, and shop facilities, $1,608,000, which amount is included in 
the authorizations in Public Laws 910, 155 and 209. 

Biggs Air Force Base, El Paso, Texas: Airfield pavements, liquid fuel storage 
and dispensing facilities, communications and navigational aids, aircraft main- 
tenance facilities, training facilites, utilities, and land acquisition, a total of 
$2,254,000, of which amount $1,110,000 is included in the authorizations in 
Public Laws 564, 910, 155 and 534, and $1,144,000 is herewith authorized. 

Campbell Air Force Base, Hopkinsville, Kentucky: Airfield pavements, com- 
munications, navigational aids and airfield lighting facilities, operational facili- 
ties, utilities, land acquisiton, and administrative and community facilities, a 
total of $1,451,000, of which amount $691,000 is included in the authorizations 
in Public Laws 564 and 155, and $760,000 is herewith authorized. 

Carswell Air Force Base, Fort Worth, Texas: Airfield pavements, liquid fuel 
storage and dispensing facilities, communications and navigational aids, opera- 
tional facilities, aircraft maintenance facilities, training facilities, utilities, land 
acquisition, storage facilities, and shop facilities, $2,248,000, which amount is 
included in the authorizations in Public Laws 910, 155, 534, and 209. 

Castle Air Force Base, Merced, California: Airfield pavements, liquid fuel 
storage and dispensing facilities, communications, navigational aids and airfield 
lighting facilities, operational facilities, aircraft maintenance facilities, utilities, 
land acquisition, storage facilities, personnel facilities, administrative and 
community facilities, and shop facilities, a total of $9,581,000, of which amount 
$2,050,000 is included in the authorizations in Public Laws 564, 910, 155, 534, and 
209, and $7,531,000 is herewith authorized. 

Clinton-Sherman Airport, Clinton, Oklahoma: Airfield pavements, liquid fuel 
storage and dispensing facilities, communications, navigational aids and air- 
field lighting facilities, operational facilities, troop housing and messing facilities, 
utilities, land acquisition, medical facilities, and storage facilities, a total of 
$11,393,000, of which amount $9,930,000 is included in the authorization in 
Public Law 534, and $1,463,000 is herewith authorized. 

Columbus Air Force Base, Columbus, Mississippi: Airfield pavements, liquid 
fuel storage and dispensing facilities, communications, navigational aids and 
airfield lighting facilities, operational facilities, aircraft maintenance facilities, 
utilities, land acquisition, storage facilities, personnel facilities, and shop facili- 
ties, $3,558,000. 

Davis-Monthan Air Force Base, Tucson, Arizona: Airfield pavements, opera- 
tional facilities, aircraft maintenance facilities, utilities, and shop facilities, 
$3,034,000, which amount is included in the authorizations in Public Laws 910, 
155, 584, and 209. 

Dow Air Force Base, Bangor, Maine: Airfield pavements, liquid fuel storage 
and dispensing facilities, communications, navigational aids and airfield lighting 
facilities, operational facilities, aircraft maintaince facilities, training facilities, 
troop housing and messing facilities, utilities, land acquisition, and administra- 
tive and community facilities, a total of $12,070,000, of which amount $3,782,000 
is included in the authorizations in Public Laws 584 and 209, and $8,288,000 is 
herewith authorized. 


4048 


Ellsworth Air Force Base, Rapid City, South Dakota: Airfield pavements, 
communications and navigational aids, operational facilities, aircraft main- 
tenance facilities, training facilities, utilities, land acquisition, storage facilities, 
and shop facilities, a total of $7,174,000, of which amount $4,364,000 is included 
in the authorizations in Public Laws 564, 910, 155, 534, and 209, and $2,810,000 
is herewith authorized. 

Fairchild Air Force Base, Spokane, Washington: Airfield pavements, liquid 
fuel storage and dispensing facilities, communications, navigational aids and 
airfield lighting facilities, utilities, land acquisition, storage facilities, personnel 
facilities, administrative and community facilities, and shop facilities, $6,796,000, 
which amount is included in the authorizations in Public Laws 564, 910, 155, 
and 534, 

Forbes Air Force Base, Topeka, Kansas: Airfield pavements, liquid fuel 
storage and dispensing facilities, communications, navigational aids and airfield 
lighting facilities, operational facilities, aircraft maintenance facilities, utilities, 
land acquisition, storage facilities, and shop facilities, a total of $10,029,000, 
of which amount $2,176,000 is included in the authorizations in Public Laws 155, 
534, and 209, and $7,853,000 is herewith authorized. 

Gray Air Force Base, Killeen, Texas: Airfield pavements, communications, 
navigational aids and airfield lighting facilities, utilities, land acquisition, 
storage facilities, and shop facilities, $465,000, which amount is included in the 
authorizations in Public Laws 564, 910, and 155. 

Great Falls Air Force Base, Great Falls, Montana: Airfield pavements, liquid 
fuel storage and dispensing facilities, communications, navigational aids and 
airfield lighting facilities, operational facilities, aircraft maintenance facilities, 
troop housing and messing facilities, utilities, land acquisition, storage facilities, 
personnel facilities, and administrative and community facilities, a total of 
$6,600,000, of which amount $1,783,000 is included in the authorizations in 
Public Laws 564, 910, 155, 534, and 209, and $4,817,000 is herewith authorized. 

Homestead Air Force Base, Homestead, Florida: Airfield pavements, liquid 
fuel storage and dispensing facilities, communications, navigational aids and 
airfield lighting facilities, operational facilities, aircraft maintenance facilities, 
training facilities, utilities, land acquisition, medical facilities, storage facilities, 
personnel facilities, administrative and community facilities, shop facilities, and 
harbor facilities, a total of $15,409,000, of which amount $10,768,000 is included 
in the authorizations in Public Laws 534 and 209 and $4,641,000 is herewith 
authorized. 

Hunter Air Force Base, Savannah, Georgia: Airfield pavements, communica- 
tions, navigational aids and airfield lighting facilities, operational facilities, 
aircraft maintenance facilities, training facilities, troop housing and messing 
facilities, utilities, land -acquisition, personnel faclities, administrative and 
community facilities, and shop facilities, $8,946,000, which amount is included 
in the authorizations in Public Laws 564, 910, 155, and 534. 

Lake Charles Air Force Base, Lake Charles, Louisiana: Airfield pavements, 
liquid fuel storage and dispensing facilities, communications, navigational aids 
and airfield lighting facilities, operational facilities, troop housing and messing 
facilities, utilities, land acquisition, personnel facilities, administrative and 
community facilities, and shop facilities, a total of $9,277,000, of which amount 
$6,141,000 is included in the authorizations in Public Laws 910, 155, 534, and 
200, and $3,136,000 is herewith authorized. 

Limestone Air Force Base, Limestone, Maine: Airfield pavements, liquid fuel 
storage and dispensing facilities, communications, navigational aids and airfield 
lighting facilities, aircraft maintenance facilities, utilities, land acquisition, 
storage facilities, personnel facilities, administrative and community facilities, 
and shop facilities, a total of $15,722,000, of which amount $12,359,000 is included 
in the authorizations in Public Laws 564, 910, 155, 534, and 209, and $3,363,000 
is herewith authorized. 

Lincoln Air Force Base, Lincoln, Nebraska: Airfield pavements, communica- 
tions and navigational aids, operational facilities, aircraft maintenance facili- 
ties, training facilities, utilities, land acquisition, medical facilities, storage 
facilities, personnel facilities, administrative and community facilities, and 
shop facilities, a total of $4,664,000, of which amount $3,536,000 is included in 
the authorizations in Public Laws 155, 534, and 209, and $1,128,000 is herewith 
authorized. 

Little Rock Air Force Base, Little Rock, Arkansas: Airfield pavements, liquid 
fuel storage and dispensing facilities, communications, and navigational aids, 
operational facilities, aircraft maintenance facilities, training facilities, utilities, 
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land acquisition, medical facilities, storage facilities, personnel facilities, admin- 
istrative and community facilities, and shop facilities, a total of $12,565,000, of 
which amount $227,000 is included in the authorizations in Public Laws 534 
and 209, and $12,338,000 is herewith authorized. 

Lockbourne Air Force Base, Columbus, Ohio: Airfield pavements, communica- 
tions and navigational aids, operational facilities, aircraft maintenance facilities, 
troop housing and messing facilities, utilities, land acquisition, storage faclities, 
and shop facilities, a total of $10,687,000, of which amount $1,696,000 is included 
in the authorizations in Public Laws 910, 155, and 534, and $8,991,000 is herewith 
authorized. 

MacDill Air Force Base, Tampa, Florida: Airfield pavements, communica- 
tions and navigational aids, aircraft maintenance facilities, troop housing and 
messing facilities, utilities, land acquisition, storage facilities, and shop facilities, 
$2,214,000, which amount is included in the authorizations in Public Laws 54, 
910, 155, and 5384. 

March Air Force Base, Riverside, California; Airfield pavements, liquid fuel 
storage and dispensing facilities, communications, navigational aids and airfield 
lighting facilities, operational facilities, aircraft maintenance facilities, utilities, 
land acquisition, personnel facilities, administrative and community facilities, 
and shop facilities, a total of $8,772,000, of which amount $2,432,000 is included in 
the authorizations in Public Laws 910, 155, 534, and 209, and $6,340,000 is here- 
with authorized. 

Matagorda Island Air Force Range. Texas: Airfield pavements, communica- 
tions and navigational airs, and utilities, $607,000. 

Mountain Home Air Force Base, Mountain Home, Idaho: Airfield pavements, 
communications and navigational aids, training facilities, utilities, land acquisi- 
tion, administrative and community facilities, and shop facilities, $595,000, 
which amount is included in the authorizations in Public Laws 155, 534, and 209. 

Offutt Air Force Base, Omaha, Nebraska: Airfield pavements, liquid fuel 
storage and dispensing facilities, communications, navigational aids and airfield 
lighting facilities, aircraft maintenance facilities, troop housing and messing 
facilities, utilities, land acquisition, and administrative and community facilities, 
$1,628,000. 

Pinecastle Air Force Base, Orlando, Florida: Airfield pavements, liquid fuel 
storage and dispensing facilities, communications and navigational aids, opera- 
tional facilities, utilities, land acquisition, storage facilities, personne! facilities, 
administrative and community facilities, and shop facilities, $4,627,000, which 
amount is included in the authorizations in Public Laws 155, 534, and 209. 

Plattsburg Barracks, Plattsburg, New York: Airfield pavements, liquid fuel 
storage and dispensing facilities, communications, navigational aids and airfield 
lighting facilities, operational facilities, aircraft maintenance facilities, training 
facilities, troop housing and messing facilities, utilities, land acquisition, medical 
facilities, storage facilities, personnel facilties, administrative and community 
facilities, and shop facilities, a total of $19,835,000, of which amount $690,000 
is included in the authorizations in Publie Laws 534 and 209, and $19,145,000 is 
herewith authorized. 

Portsmouth Air Force Base, Portsmouth, New Hampshire: Airfield pavements, 
liquid fuel storage and dispensing facilities, communications and navigational 
aids, operational facilities, aircraft maintenance facilities, training facilities, 
troop housing and messing facilities, utilities, land acquisition, storage facilities, 
personnel facilities, administrative and community facilities, and shop facilities, 
$14,079,000. 

Sedalia Air Force Base, Knobnoster, Missouri: Airfield pavements, communi- 
eations and navigational aids, aircraft maintenance facilities, troop housing and 
messing facilities, utilities, land acquisition, medical facilities, personnel facili- 
ties, and shop facilities, a total of $2,590,000, of which amount $1,299,000 is in- 
cluded in the authorizations in Public Laws 155 and 209, and $1,291,000 is here- 
with authorized. 

Smoky Hill Air Force Base, Salina, Kansas: Airfield pavements, communica- 
tions, navigational aids and airfield lighting facilities, aircraft maintenance 
facilities, troop housing and messing facilities, utilities, land aequisition, per- 
sonnel facilities, administrative and community facilities, and shop facilities, a 
total of $7,612,000, of which amount $7,308,000 is inelnded in the anthorizations 
in Publie Laws 155, 534, and 209, and $304,000 is herewith authorized. 

Stead Air Force Base, Reno, Nevada: Communications and navigational aids, 
utilities, personnel facilities, and administrative and community facilities, a 
total of $750,000, of which amount $657,000 is included in the authorizations in 
Publie Laws 155 and 534, and $93,000 is herewith authorized. 
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Travis Air Force Base, Fairfield, California: Airfield pavements, communica- 
tions and navigational aids, operational facilities, aircraft maintenance facilities, 
utilities, land acquisition, storage facilities, administrative and community facili- 
ties, and shop facilities, a total of $7,822,000, of which amount $3,081,000 is in- 
cluded in the authorizations in Public Laws 564, 910, 155, and 209, and $4,741,000 
is herewith authorized. 

Turner Air Force Base, Albany, Georgia: Airfield pavements, communica- 
tions, navigational aids and airfield lighting facilities, operational facilities, 
aircraft maintenance facilities, utilities, land acquisition, and shop facilities, 
a total of $5,661,000, of which amount $4,778,000 is included in the authorizations 
in Public Laws 910, 155, and 209, and $883,000 is herewith authorized. 

Walker Air Force Base, Roswell, New Mexico: Airfield pavements, liquid 
fuel storage and dispensing facilities, communications, navigational aids and 
airfield lighting facilities, operational facilities, utilities, land acquisition, storage 
facilities, and shop facilities, a total of $4,087,000, of which amount $3,333,000 is 
included in the authorizations in Public Laws 564, 910, 155, 534, and 209, and 
$754,000 is herewith authorized. 

Westover Air Force Base, Chicopee Falls, Massachusetts: Airfield pavements, 
liquid fuel storage and dispensing facilities, communications and navigational 
aids, utilities, land acquisition, storage facilities, and shop facilities, $1,146,000, 
which amount is included in the authorizations in Public Laws 910, 155, 534, 
and 209, 
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Atlante City Consolan Station, Atlantie City, New Jersey: Communications 
and navigational aids, $72,000. 

Bismarck Airport, Bismarck, North Dakota: Airfield pavements, liquid fuel 
storage and dispensing facilities, communications, navigational aids and airfield 
lighting facilities, operational facilities, aircraft maintenance facilities, training 
facilities, troop housing and messing facilities, family housing, utilities, land 
acquisition, medical facilities, storage facilities, personnel facilities, administra- 
tive and community facilities, and shop facilities, $7,588,000. 

Burlington Municipal Airport, Burlington, Vermont: Airfield pavements, 
liquid fuel storage and dispensing facilities, communications and navigational 
aids, aircraft maintenance facilities, and land acquisition, a total of $1,018,000, 
of which amount $608,000 is included in the authorizations in Public Laws 910, 
155, 584, and 209, and $410,000 is herewith authorized. 

Duluth Municipal Airport, Duluth, Minnesota: Airfield pavements, communica- 
tions and navigational aids, aircraft maintenance facilities, utilities, land 
acquisition, medical facilities, and personnel facilities, a total of $2,173,000, of 
which amount $787,000 is included in the authorizations in Public Laws 910, 
155, 534, and 209, and $1,886,000 is herewith authorized. 

Ent Air Force Base, Colorado Springs, Colorado: Communications and naviga- 
tional aids, troop housing and messing facilities, land acquisition, and personnel 
facilities, a total of $406,000, of which amount $256,000 is included in the 
authorization in Public Law 155, and $150,000 is herewith authorized. 

Fargo area, North Dakota: Airfield pavements, liquid fuel storage and dispens- 
ing facilities, communications, navigational aids and airfield lighting facilities, 
operational facilities, aircraft maintenance facilities, troop housing and messing 
ape utilities, land acquisition, medical facilities, and storage facilities, 

7,055,000. 

Geiger Field, Spokane, Washington: Communications and navigational aids, 
troop housing and messing facilities, aud storage facilities, $296,000, which 
amount is included in the authorizations in Public Laws 910, 155, 534, and 209. 

Glasgow Airport, Miles City, Montana: Airfield pavements, liquid fuel storage 
and dispensing facilities, communications, navigational aids and airfield light- 
ing facilites, operational facilities, arcraft maintenance facilities, troop housing 
and messing facilities, utilities, land acquisition, medical facilities, and storage 
facilities, $8,391,000. 

Grandview Air Force Base, Kansas City, Missouri: Airfield pavements, com- 
munications and navigational aids, operational facilities, utilities, land acquisi- 
tion, storage facilities, and personnel facilities, $1,583,000, which amount is in- 
cluded in the authorizations in Public Laws 155 and 209. 

Greater Pittsburgh Airport, Coraopolis, Pennsylvania: Liquid fuel storage 
and dispensing facilities, communications and navigational aids, utilities, land 
acquisition, medical facilities, and personnel facilities, $245,000, which amount is 
included in the authorizations in Public Laws 910, 155, 534, and 209. 
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Hamilton Air Force Base, San Rafael, California: Airfield pavements, com- 
munications and navigational aids, utilities, land acquisition, and shop facilities, 
$1,042,000, which amount is included in the authorizations in Public Laws 564, 
910, 155, 534, and 209. 

Kinross Air Force Base, Sault Sainte Marie, Michigan: Communications and 
navigational aids, aircraft maintenance facilities, utilities, land acquisition, 
storage facilities, and personnel facilities, $1,013,000, which amount is included 
in the authorizations in Public Laws 155, 534, and 209. 

Klamath Falls Airport, Klamath Falls, Oregon: Airfield pavements, liquid 
fuel storage and dispensing facilities, communications, navigational aids and 
airfield lighting facilities, operational facilities, aircraft mantenance facilities, 
training facilities, troop housing and messing facilities, utilities, land acquisition, 
medical facilities, storage facilities, personnel facilities, and administrative and 
community facilities, $4,133,000. 

K. I. Sawyer Airport, Marquette, Michigan: Airfield pavements, liquid fuel 
storage and dispensing facilities, communications, navigational aids and airfield 
lighting facilities, operational facilities, aircraft maintenance facilities, training 
facilities, troop housing and messing facilities, utilities, medical facilities, stor- 
age facilities, personnel facilities, administrative and community facilities, and 
shop facilities, $8,556,000. 

McChord Air Force Base, Tacoma, Washington: Airfield pavements, commu- 
nications, navigational aids and airfield lighting facilities, operational facilities, 
aircraft maintenance facilities, troop housing and messing facilities, utilities, 
land acquisition, storage facilities, and shop facilities, $1,605,000, which amount 
is included in the authorizations in Public Laws 564, 910, 155, 534, and 209. 

McGhee-Tyson Airport, Knoxville, Tennessee: Communications and naviga- 
tional aids, utilities, land acquisition, and personnel facilities, $195,000, which 
amount, is included in the authorizations in Public Laws 910, 155, 534, and 209. 

Minneapolis-Saint Paul Airport, Minneapolis, Minnesota: Airfield pavements, 
communications and navigational aids, operational facilities, aircraft mainte- 
nance faclities, utilities, and land acquisition, a total of $2,156,000, of which 
amount $672,000 is included in the authorizations in Public Laws 910, 155, 534, 
and 209, and $1,484,000 is herewith authorized. 

Nantucket Consolan Station, Nantucket, Massachusetts: Communications and 
navigational aids, $107,000. 

New Castle County Airport, Wilmington, Delaware: Airfield pavements, liquid 
fuel storage and dispensing facilities, communications and: navigational aids, 
operational facilities, aircraft maintenance facilities, land acquisition, and stor- 
age facilities, $677,000, which amount is included in the authorizations in Public 
Laws 910, 155, 534, and 209. 

Niagara Falls Municipal Airport, Niagara Falls, New York: Communications, 
navigational aids and airfield lighting facilities, utilities, land acquisition, medical 
facilities, and shop facilities, $265,000, which amount is included in the authori- 
zations in Public Laws 910, 155, 534, and 209. 

O'Hare International Airport, Chicago, Illinois: Liquid fuel storage and dis- 
pensing facilities, communications and navigational aids, utilities, land aequi- 
sition, and storage facilities, $228,000, which amount is included in the authori- 
zations in Public Laws 910, 155, 534, and 209. 

Otis Air Force Base, Falmouth, Massachusetts: Airfield pavements, liquid fuel 
storage and dispensing facilities, operational facilities, aircraft maintenance 
facilities, training facilities, utilities, and storage facilities, $2,413,000, which 
amount is included in the authorizations in Public Laws 564, 910, 155, 534, and 
209, 


Oxnard Air Force Base, Oxnard, California: Communications and navigational 
aids, training facilities, troop housing and messing facilities, land acquisition, 
storage facilities, and personnel facilities, $497,000, which amount is included in 
the authorizations in Public Laws 910, 155, 534, and 209. 

Paine Air Force Base, Everett, Washington: Airfield pavements, communica- 
tions and navigational aids, land acquisition, storage facilities, and personne! 
facilities, $489,000, which amount is included in the authorizations in Public 
Laws 910, 155, 534, and 209. 

Pescadero Consolan Station, Pescadero, California: Communications and navi- 
gational aids, $107,000. 

Point Conception Consolan Station, Point Conception, California : Communi- 
cations and navigational aids, $72,000. 

Portland International Airport, Portland, Oregon: Airfield pavements, liquid 
fuel storage and dispensing facilities, communications and navigational aids, 
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operational facilities, aircraft maintenance facilities, training facilities, utilities, 
land acquisition, and storage facilities, a total of $2,222,000, of which amount 
$500,000 is included in the authorizations in Public Laws 155, 534, and 209, and 
$1,722,000 is herewith authorized. 

Presque Isle Air Force Base, Presque Isle, Maine: Communications and navi- 
gational aids, operational facilities, and land acquisition, $155,000, which amount 
is included in the authorizations in Public Laws 910, 155, 534, and 209. 

Southern California area: Expansion of airfield and base facilities, including 
the acquisition of land, $4,000,000. 

Selfridge Air Force Base, Mount Clemens, Michigan: Airfield pavements, com- 
munications and navigational aids, operational facilities, aircraft maintenance 
facilities, utilities, land acquisition, and storage facilities, $718,000, which amount 
is included in the authorizations in Public Laws 564, 910, 155, 534, and 209. 

Sioux City Municipal Airport, Sioux City, lowa: Communications and navi- 
gational aids, and land acquisition, $11,000, which amount is included in the 
authorizations in Public Laws 155, 534, and 209. 

Stewart Air Force Base, Newburgh, New York: Airfield pavements, liquid fuel 
storage and dispensing facilities, communications, navigational aids and air- 
field lighting facilities, operational facilities, aircraft maintenance facilities, 
troop housing and messing facilities, utilities, land acquisition, storage facilities 
and personnel facilities, $2,659,000. 

Suffolk County Air Force Base, Westhampton, New York: Airfield pavements, 
communications, navigational aids and airfield lighting facilities, operational 
facilities, aircraft maintenance facilities, utilities, land acquisition, storage 
facilities, and shop facilities, a total of $1,445,000, of which amount $624,000 is 
included in the authorizations in Public Laws 910, 155, and 534, and $821,000 is 
herewith authorized. 

Traverse City area, Michigan: Airfield pavements, liquid fuel storage and dis- 
pensing facilities, communications, navigational aids and airfield lighting 
facilities, operational facilities, aircraft maintenance facilities, troop housing 
and messing facilities, utilities, land acquisition, medical facilities, and storage 
facilities, $8,635,000. 

Truax Field, Madison, Wisconsin: Airfield pavements, liquid fuel storage and 
dispensing facilities, communications and navigational aids, aircraft mainte- 
nance facilities, land acquisition, and storage facilities, $1,256,000, which amount 
is included in the authorizations in Public Laws 910, 155, 534, and 209. 

Wurtsmith Air Porce Base, Oscoda, Michigan: Airfield pavements, liquid fuel 
storage and dispensing facilities, communications, navigational aids and air- 
field lighting facilities, aircraft maintenance facilities, troop housing and mess- 
ing facilities, utilities, land acquisition, and storage facilites, a total of $2,395,000, 
of which amount $655,000 is included in the authorizations in Public Laws 910, 
155, 534, and 209, and $1,740,000 is herewith authorized. 

Youngstown Municipal Airport, Youngstown, Ohio: Airfield pavements. liquid 
fuel storage and dispensing facilities, communications and navigational aids, 
aircraft maintenance facilities, land acquisition, storage facilities, and shop 
facilities, $687,000, which amount is included in the authorizations in Public Laws 
910, 155, and 209. 

Yuma County Airport, Yuma, Arizona: Airfield pavements, liquid fuel storage 
and dispensing facilities, airfield lighting facilities, operational facilities, troop 
housing and messing facilities, utilities, land acquisition, and personnel facili- 
ties, a total of $2,127,000, of which amount $541,000 is included in the authoriza- 
tions in Public Laws 534 and 209, and $1,586,000 is herewith authorized. 
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Alexandria Air Force Base, Alexandria, Louisiana: Airfield pavements, liquid 
fuel storage and dispensing facilities, communications and navigational aids, 
operational facilities, aircraft maintenance facilities, troop housing and messing 
facilities, utilities, land acquisition, storage facilities, personnel facilities, ad- 
ministrative and community facilities, and shop facilities, a total of $5,852,000, of 
which amount $4,239,000 is included in the authorizations in Public Laws 155, 
534, and 209, and $1,613,000 is herewith authorized. 

Ardmore Air Force Base, Ardmore, Oklahoma: Communications, navigational 
aids and airfield lighting facilities, aircraft maintenance facilities, utilities, land 
acquisition, personnel facilities, and administrative and community facilities, 
$506,000, which amount is included in the authorizations in Public Laws 155 
and 534. 
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Blytheville Air Force Base, Blytheville, Arkansas: Airfield pavements, com- 
munications, navigational aids and airfield lighting facilities, operational facili- 
ties, aircraft maintenance facilities, training facilities, utilities, land acquisition, 
storage facilities, personnel facilities, administrative and community facilities, 
and shop facilities, $2,717,000, which amount is included in the authorizations in 
Public Laws 534 and 209. 

Bunker Hill Airport, Peru, Indiana: Airfield pavements, communications and 
navigational aids, operational facilities, aircraft maintenance facilities, train- 
ing facilities, troop housing and messing facilities, family housing, utilities, land 
acquisition, medical facilities, storage facilities, personnel facilities, and shop 
facilities, a total of $2,728,000, of which amount $2,652,000 is included in the 
authorizations in Public Laws 534 and 209, and $76,000 is herewith authorized. 

Clovis Air Force Base, Clovis, New Mexico: Airfield pavements, liquid fuel 
storage and dispensing facilities, communications and navigational aids, opera- 
tional facilities, troop housing and messing facilities, family housing, utilities, 
land acquisition, storage facilities, and administrative and community facilities, 
a total of $2,748,000, of which amount $741,000 is included in the authorizations 
in Public Laws 155, 534, and 209, and $2,007,000 is herewith authorized. 

Donaldson Air Force Base, Greenville, South Carolina: Airfield pavements, 
communications and navigational aids, aircraft maintenance facilities, utilities, 
land acquisition, and shop facilities, a total of $2,677,000, of which amount 
$1,906,000 is included in the authorizations in Public Laws 910 and 155, and 
$771,000 is herewith authorized. 

Eglin Auxiliary Field, Hurlburt, Florida: Liquid fuel storage and dispensing 
facilities, communications and navigational aids, operational facilities, aircraft 
maintenance facilities, family housing, utilities, medical facilities, storage fa- 
cilities, personnel facilities, administrative and community facilities, and harbor 
facilities, $1,772,000, which amount is included in the authorizations in Publie 
Laws 155 and 209. 

Foster Air Force Base, Victoria, Texas: Airfield pavements, liquid fuel storage 
and dispensing facilities, communications and navigational aids, operational 
facilities, utilities, land acquisition, storage facilities, personnel facilities, and 
administrative and community facilities, $1,378,000, which amount is included 
in the authorizations in Public Laws 155, 534, and 209. 

George Air Force Base, Victorville, California: Airfield pavements, liquid fuel 
storage and dispensing facilities, communications and navigational aids, opera- 
tional facilities, aircraft maintenance facilities, training facilities, utilities, land 
acquisition, storage facilities, personnel facilities, administrative and com- 
munity facilities, and shop facilities, a total of $5,140,000. of which amount 
$366,000 is included in the authorizations in Public Laws 910, 155, and 209, and 
$4,774,000 is herewith authorized. 

Langley Air Force Base, Hampton, Virginia: Airfield pavements, liquid fuel 
storage and dispensing facilities, communications and navigational aids, opera- 
tional facilities, aircraft maintenance facilities, family housing, utilities, and 
land acquisition, $2,534,000, which amount is included in the authorizations in 
Public Laws 564, 910, 155, and 209. 

Larson Air Force Base, Moses Lake, Washington: Airfield pavements, com- 
munications and navigational aids, aircraft maintenance facilities, utilities, land 
acquisition, storage facilities, and shop facilities, $1,890,000, which amount is 
ineluded in the authorizations in Public Laws 564, 910, 155, 534, and 209. 

Lawson Air Force Base, Columbus, Georgia: Airfield pavements, communi- 
cations and navigational aids, aircraft maintenance facilities, troop housing 
and messing facilities, utilities, storage facilities, administrative and com- 
munity facilities, and shop facilities, a total of $4,469,000, of which amount 
$3,250,000 is included in the authorizations in Public Laws 910 and 155, and 
$1,219,000 is herewith authorized. 

Myrtle Beach Airport, Myrtle Beach, South Carolina: Airfield pavements, 
liquid fuel storage and dispensing facilities, communications, navigational 
aids and airfield lighting facilities,’ operational facilities, aireraft maintenance 
facilities, training facilities, troop housing and messing facilities, utilities, land 

acquisition, storage facilities, personnel facilities, and administrative and com- 
munity facilities, a total of $11,408,000, of which amount $8,383,000 is included 
in the authorization in Public Law 534 and $3,025,000 is herewith authorized. 

Pope Air Force Base, Fort Bragg, North Carolina: Airfield pavements, liquid 
fuel storage and dispensing facilities, communications, navigational aids and 
airfield lighting facilities, operational facilities, aircraft maintenance facilities, 
training facilities, utilities, land acquisition, storage facilities, personnel facil- 
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ities, administrative and community facilities, and shop facilities, $2,104,000, 
bay amount is included in the authorizations in Public Laws 910, 155, and 


Stewart Air Force Base, Smyrna, Tennessee: Airfield pavements, communica- 
tions and navigational aids, operational facilities, utilities, land acquisition, 
and shop facilities, $872,000, which amount is included in the authorizations in 
Public Laws 910 and 155. 

Seymour Johnson Air Force Base, Goldsboro, North Carolina: Airfield pave- 
ments, liquid fuel storage and dispensing fecilities, communications, navigational 
aids and airfield lighting facilities, operational facilities, aircraft maintenance 
facilities, training facilities, troop housing and messing facilities, utilities, land 
acquisition, storage facilities, personnel facilities, and shop facilities, a total 
of $13,504,000, of which amount $6,916,000 is included in the authorization in 
Public Law 534, and $6,588,000 is herewith authorized. 

Shaw Air Force Base. Sumter, South Carolina: Airfield pavements, liquid 
fuel storage and dispensing facilities, communications and navigational aids, 
operational facilities, aircraft maintenance facilities, training facilities, troop 
housing and messing facilities, utilities, land acquisition, storage facilities, ad- 
ministrative and community facilities, and shop facilities, $2,997,000, which 
amount is included in the authorizations in Public Laws 910 and 155. 
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Amarillo Air Force Base, Amarillo, Texas: Communications and navigational 
aids, utilities, land acquisition, and personnel facilities, $393,000, which amount 
is included in the authorizations in Public Laws 910 and 155. 

Bryan Ar Force Base, Bryan, Texas: Communications and navigational aids, 
utilities, and land acquisition, $108,000, which amount is included in the au- 
thorizations in Public Laws 155, 534, and 209. 

Chanute Air Force Base, Rantoul, Illinois: Communications and navigational 
aids, operational facilities, and land acquisition, $186,000. 

Craig Air Force Base, Selma, Alabama: Airfield pavements, communications 
and navigational aids, and land acquisition, $138,000, which amount is included 
in the authorizations in Public Laws 910, 155, 534, and 209. 

Ellington Air Force Base, Houston, Texas: Airfield pavements, communica- 
tions and navigational aids, and training facilities, $1,073,000, which amount is 
included in the authorizations in Public Laws 564, 155, 534, and 209. 

Francis FE. Warren Air Force Base, Cheyenne, Wyoming: Communications and 
navigational aids, and land acquisition, $26,000, which amount is included in 
the authorizations in Public Laws 910 and 155. 

Gila Bend Auxiliary Field, Gila Bend, Arizona: Communications and naviga- 
tional aids, troop housing and messing facilities, utilities, land acquisition, per- 
sonnel facilities, and shop facilities, $842,000. 

Goodfellow Air Force Base, San Angelo, Texas; Communications and navi- 
gational aids, $15,000, which amount is included in authorizations in Public 
Laws 155, 534, and 209. 

Greenville Air Force Base, Greenville, Mississippi: Airfield pavements, liquid 
fuel storage and dispensing facilities, communications and navigational aids, 
land acquisition, and harbor facilities, a total of $813,000, of which amount 
$111,000 is included in the authorizations in Public Laws 910 and 209, and 
$702,000 is herewith authorized. 

Harlingen Air Force Base, Harlingen, Texas: Communications and naviga- 
tional aids, training facilities, troop housing and messing facilities, utilities, and 
land acquisition, $2,035,000, which amount is included in the authorizations in 
Public Laws 155, 534, and 209. 

James Connally Air Force Base, Waco, Texas: Airfield pavements, communica- 
tions and navigational aids, and land acquisition, $3,853,000, which amount is 
included in the authorizations in Public Laws 910, 155, 534, and 209, 

Keesler Air Force Base, Biloxi, Mississippi: Communications and navigational 
aids, operational facilities, training facilities, utilities, and land acquisition, 
$207,000, which amount is included in the authorizations in Public Laws 910 
and 155. 

Laredo Air Force Base, Laredo, Texas: Airfield pavements, communications 
and navigational aids, aircraft maintenance facilities, training facilities, and 
land acquisition, $459,000, which amount is included in the authorizations in 
Public Laws 155 and 534. 
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Laughlin Air Force Base, Del Rio, Texas: Communications and navigational 
aids, utilities, land acquisition, and personne! facilities, $267,000, which amount 
is included in the authorizations in Public Laws 155, 534, and 209. 

Luke Air Force Base, Phoenix, Arizona: Airfield pavements, communications 
and navigational aids, training facilities, utilities, and administrative and com- 
munity facilities, a total of $862,000, of which amount $481,000 is included in the 
authorizations in Public Laws 910, 155, 534, and 209, and $381,000 is herewith 
authorized. 

Mather Air Force Base, Sacramento, California: Airfield pavements, communi- 
catious and navigational aids, land acquisition, and medical facilities, $1,530,000, 
which amount is included in the authorizations in Public Laws 910, 155, 584 and 


Moody Air Force Base, Valdosta, Georgia: Airfield pavements, $339,000, which 
amount is included in the authorizations in Public Laws 155, 534, and 209. 

Nellis Air Force Base, Las Vegas, Nevada: Airfield pavements, communica- 
tions and navigational aids, operational facilities, aircraft maintenance facilities, 
training facilities, troop housing and messing facilities, utilities, storage facili- 
ties, and administrative and community facilities, $1,932,000, which amount is 
included in the authorizations in Public Laws 910, 155, 534, and 209. 

Perrin Air Force Base, Sherman, Texas: Airfield pavements, communications 
and navigational aids, operational facilities, aircraft maintenance facilities, 
utilities, land acquisition, personnel facilities, and storage facilities, a total of 
$1,940,000, of which amount $1,508,000 is included in the authorizations in Public 
Laws ¥10, 155, 534, and 209, and $482,000 is herewith authorized. 

Reese Air Force Base, Lubbock, Texas: Communications and navigational aids, 
utilities, land acquisition, and storage facilities, $112,000, which amount is in- 
cludeu in the authorizations in Public Laws 910, 155, 534, and 209. 

Scott Air Force Base, Belleville, Illinois, Airfield pavements, communications 
and navigational aids, operational facilities, and land acquisition, $934,000, which 
amount is included in the authorizations in Public Laws 910, 155, 534, and 209. 

Selma Municipal Airport, Selma, Alabama: Airfield pavements, $176,000. 

Sheppard Air Force Base, Wichita Falls, Texas: Communications and navi- 
gational aids, and land acquisition, $32,000, which amount is included in the 
authorizations in Public Laws 910 and 155. 

Tynuall Air Force Base, Panama City, Florida: Airfield pavements, communica- 
tions and navigational aids, aircraft maintenance facilities, utilities, and land 
acquisition, a total of $1,479,000, of which amount $412,000 is included in the 
authorizations in Public Laws 910, 155, 534, and 209, and $1,067,000 is herewith 
authorized. 

Vance Air Force Base, Enid, Oklahoma: Communications and navigational 
aids, and land acquisition, $138,000, which amount is included in the authoriza- 
tions in Public Laws 910, 155, 534, and 209. 

Webb Air Force Base, Big Springs, Texas: Communications and naviga- 
tional aids, utilities, land acquisition, and personnel facilities, $100,000, which 
amount is included in the authorizations in Public Laws 910, 155, 534, and 209. 

Wichita Air Force Base, Wichita, Kansas: Airfield pavements, training fa- 
cilities, utilities, land acquisition, personnel facilities, and adminstrative and 
community facilities, $2,479,000. 

Williams Air Force Base, Chandler, Arizona: Communications and naviga- 
tional aids, aircraft maintenance facilities, and utilities, $94,000, which amount 
is included in the authorizations in Public Laws 910, 155, and 534. 


AIR MATERIEL COMMAND 


Birmingham Modification Center, Birmingham, Alabama: Utilities and shop 
facilities, $78,000, which amount is included in the authorization in Public 
Law 534. 

Brookley Air Force Base, Mobile, Alabama: Airfield pavements, liquid fuel 
storage and dispensing facilities, communications, navigational aids and airfield 
lighting facilities, aircraft maintenance facilities, utilities, land acquisition, per- 
sonnel facilities, and administrative and community facilities, $3,814,000, which 
amount is included in the authorizations in Public Laws 910, 155, 534, and 209. 

Gentile Air Force Depot, Dayton, Ohio: Utilities, storage facilities, and shop 
facilities, $489,000, which amount is included in the authorizations in Public 
Laws 910 and 155. 

Hill Air Force Base, Ogden, Utah: Airfield pavements, communications, navi- 
gational aids and airfield lighting facilities, operational facilities, aircraft main- 
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tenance facilities, utilities, land acquisition, storage facilities, and administra- 
tive and community facilities, a total of $10,542,000, of which amount $2,237,000 
is included in the authorizations in Public Laws 910, 155, and 534, and $8,305,000 
is herewith authorized. 

Kelly Air Force Base, San Antonio, Texas: Airfield pavements, communica- 
tions, navigational aids and airfield lighting facilities, operational facilities, 
utilities, and land acquisition, $12,713,000, which amount is included in the 
authorizations in Public Laws 564, 910, 155, 534, and 209. 

Mallory Ar Force Depot, Memphis, Tennessee: Aircraft maintenance facilities 
and utilities, a total of $268,000, of which amount $25,000 is included in the 
authorization in Public Law 155, and 243,000 is herewith authorized. 

McClellan Air Force Base, Sacramento, California: Airfield pavements, com- 
munications, navigational aids and airfield lighting facilities, aircraft main- 
tenance facilities, troop housing and messing facilities, utilities, storage facilities, 
and administrative and community facilities, $3,415,000, which amount is in- 
cluded in the authorizations in Public Laws 910, 155, 534, and 209. 

Norton Air Force Base, San Bernardino, California: Airfield pavements, com- 
munications and navigational aids, aircraft maintenance facilities, utilities, land 
acquisition, and storage facilities, a total of $4,303,000, of which amount $2,120,- 
000 is included in the authorizations in Public Laws 910, 155, and 209, and 
2,183,000 is herewith authorized. 

Norwalk No. 1 Air Force Tank Farm, Norwalk, California: Liquid fuel storage 
and dispensing facilities, $156,000. 

Norwalk No. 2 Air Force Tank Farm, Norwalk, California: Liquid fuel storage 
and dispensing facilities, and utilites, a total of $737,000, of which amount $19,000 
is included in the authorizations in Public Laws 564 and 910, and $718,000 is 
herewith authorized. 

Olmsted Air Force Base, Middletown, Pennsylvania: Operational facilities, 
aircraft maintenance facilities, utilities, land acquisition, and storage facilities, 
$1,970,000, which amount is included in the authorizations in Public Laws 910, 
155, and 209. 

Robins Air Force Base, Macon, Georgia: Airfield pavements, communications, 
navigational aids and airfield lighting facilities, operational facilities, aircraft 
maintenance facilities, troop housing and messing facilites, utilities, land acqui- 
sition, storage facilities, and administrative and community facilities, a total of 
$16,565,000, of which amount $6,427,000 is included in the authorizations in 
Publie Laws 910, 155, and 209, and $10,138,000 is herewith authorized. 

Tinker Air Force Base, Oklahoma City, Oklahoma: Airfield pavements, liquid 
fuel storage and dispensing facilities, communications and navigational aids, 
operational facilities, aircraft maintenance facilities, utilities, land acquisition, 
storage facilities, administrative and community facilities, and shop facilities, a 
total of $6,159,000, of which amount $206,000 is included in the authorizations in 
Public Laws 910, 155, 534, and 209, and $5,953,000 is herewith authorized. 

Topeka Air Force Depot, Topeka, Kansas: Utilities, a total of $218,000, of 
which amount $24,000 is included in the authorization in Public Law 155, and 
$194,000 is herewith authorized. ; 

Wright-Patterson Air Force Base, Dayton, Ohio: Communications and naviga- 
tional aids, operational facilities, utilities, land acquisition, and research, devel- 
opment and test facilities, $5,847,000, which amount is included in the authori- 
zations in Publie Laws 564, 910, 155, and 209. 

Various locations: Operational facilities, utilities, stor 
personnel facilities, $802,000. torage and 


MILITARY AIR TRANSPORT SERVICE 


Andrews Air Force Base, Camp Springs, Maryland: Airfield pavements, com- 
munications and navigational aids, operational facilities, aircraft maintenance 
facilities, utilities, and land acquisition, $2,059,000; which amount is included in 
the authorizations in Public Laws 910, 155, and 209. . 

Charleston Air Force Base, Charleston, South Carolina: Airfield pavements 
liquid fuel storage and dispensing facilities, communications and navigational 
aids, operational facilities, aircraft maintenance facilities, training facilites 
troop housing and messing facilities, utilities, land acquisition, medical facilities, 
storage facilities, personnel facilities, administrative and community facilities 
and shop facilities, a total of $6,791,000, of which amount $2,476,000 is included 


in the authorizations in Public Laws 155 and 209, and $4,315,000 is herewith 
authorized. 
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Dover Air Force Base, Dover, Delaware: Airfield pavements, operational! 
facilities, aircraft maintenance facilities, training facilities, utilities, land acqui- 
sition, storage facilities, personnel facilities, administrative and community 
faeilities, and shop facilities, a total of $3,348,000, of which amount $1,694,000 
is included in the authorizations in Public Laws 910 and 155, and $1,654,000 is 
herewith authorized. 

McGuire Air Force Base, Wrightstown, New Jersey: Airfield pavements, com- 
munications, navigational aids and airfield lighting facilities, operational facili- 
ties, aircraft maintenance facilities, training facilities, utilities, and land acqui- 
sition, $4,638,000, which amount is included in the authorizations in Public Laws 
564, 910, 155, and 209. 

Palm Beach International Airport, Palm Beach, Florida: Airfield pavements, 
communications and navigational aids, operational facilities, aircraft main- 
tenance facilities, troop housing and messing facilities, utilities, and land acqui- 
sition, $2,440,000, which amount is included in the authorizations in Public Laws 
155, 534, and 209. 

CONTINENTAL AIR COMMAND 


Beale Air Force Base, Marysville, California: Utilities, storage facilities, 
and personnel facilities, $192,000, which amount is included in the authoriza- 
tion in Public Law 155. 

Brooks Air Force Base, San Antonio, Texas: Communications and naviga- 
tional aids, aircraft maintenance facilities, and utilities, $757,000. 

Dobbins Air Force Base, Marietta, Georgia: Operational! facilities, troop hous- 
ing and messing facilities, utilities, storage facilities, and personnel facilities, 
$576,000. 

Mitchel Air Force Base, Hempstead, New York: Communications and naviga- 
tional aids, operational facilities, utilities, and land acquisition, a total of $254,- 
000, of which amount $43,000 is included in the authoriztaion in Public Law 
155, and $211,000 is herewith authorized. 

Wolters Air Force Base, Mineral Wells, Texas: Troop housing and messing 
facilities, utilities, land acquisition, storage facilities, and personnel facilities, 
$845,000, which amount is included in the authorizations in Public Laws 910 and 
155. 

RESEARCH AND DEVELOPMENT 


Edwards Air Force Base, Muroc, California: Airfield pavements, communica- 
tions and navigational aids, operational facilities, aircraft maintenance facilities, 
training facilities, troop housing and messing facilities, utilities, land acquisition, 
research, development and test facilities, storage facilities, personnel facilities, 
and administrative and community facilities, a total of $27,478,000, of which 
amount $11,286,000 is included in the authorizations in Public Laws 564, 910, 155, 
and 209, and $16,192,000 is herewith authorized. 

Griffiss Air Force Base, Rome, New York: Airfield pavements, communications, 
navigational aids and airfield lighting facilities, operational facilities, aircraft 
maintenance facilities, training facilities, utilities, land acquisition, research, 
development and test facilities, storage facilties, and shop facilities, a total of 
$2,869,000, of which amount $1,217,000 is included in the authorizations in Public 
Laws 838, 910, 155, 534, and 209, and $1,652,000 is herewith authorized. 

Hartford Research Facility, Hartford, Connecticut: Research, development 
and test facilities, and land acquisition, $5,750,000. 

Holloman Air Force Base, Alamogordo, New Mexico: Airfield pavements, air- 
field lighting facilities, operational facilities, troop housing and messing facilities, 
utilities, land acquisition, research, development and test facilities, storage 
facilities, administrative and community facilities, and shop facilities, a total of 
$7,141,000, of which amount $2,489,000 is included in the authorizations in Public 
Laws 564, 910, 155, 534, and 209, and $4,652,000 is herewith authorized. 

Kirtland Air Forcé Base, Albuquerque, New Mexico: Airfield pavements, com- 
munications, navigational aids and airfield lighting facilities, operational facil- 
ities, aircraft maintenance facilities, troop housing and messing facilities, family 
housing, utilities, land acquisition, research, development and test facilities, 
storage facilities, personnel facilities, and shop facilities, a total of $5,172,000, of 
which amount $4,928,000 is included in the authorizations in Public Laws 564, 
910, 155, 534, and 209, and $244,000 is herewith authorized. 

Laurence G. Hanscom Air Force Base, Bedford, Massachusetts: Airfield pave- 
ments, communications, navigational aids and airfield lighting facilities, opera- 
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tional facilities, aircraft maintenance facilities, training facilities, utilities, land 
acquisition, medical facilities, storage facilities, personnel facilities, adminis- 
trative and community facilities, and shop facilities, $6,649,000. 

Sacramento Peak (Laurence G. Hanscom Auxiliary No. 2), New Mexico: Land 
acquisition, $114,000. 

Climatic projects laboratory, Mount Washington, New Hampshire: Liquid 
fuel storage and dispensing facilities, troop housing and messing facilities, utili- 
ties, land acquisition, and storage facilities, a total of $877,000, of which amount 
$19,000 is included in the authorizations in Public Laws 564, 910, and 155, and 
$858,000 is herewith authorized. 

Patrick Air Force Base, Cocoa, Florida: Communications, navigational aids 
and airfield lighting facilities, operational facilities, troop housing and messing 
facilities, utilities, land acquisition, research, development and test facilities, 
and administrative and community facilities, $6,463,000, which amount is in- 
cluded in the authorizations in Public Laws 60, 534, and 209. 


AIR PROVING GROUND COMMAND 


Keglin Air Force Base, Valpariso, Florida: Airfield pavements, communications, 
navigational aids and airfield lighting facilities, operational facilities, utilities, 
land acquisition, and research, development and test facilities, $6,149,000, which 
amount is included in the authorizations in Public Laws 564, 155, 534, and 209. 


AIR UNIVERSITY 


Maxwell Air Force Base, Montgomery, Alabama: Communications and naviga- 
tional aids, operational facilities, training facilities, troop housing and messing 
facilities, utilities, and land acquisition, $1,392,000. 


HEADQUARTERS COMMAND 


Bolling Air Force Base, Washington, District of Columbia: Communications 
and navigational aids, troop housing and messing facilities, utilities, and land 
acquisition, a total of $236,000, of which amount $123,000 is included in the 
authorization in Public Law 534, and $113,000 is herewith authorized. 


COMMUNICATIONS AND NAVIGATIONAL AIDS 


Various locations: Communications and navigational aids, and land acquisi- 
tion, $1,040,000. 


OUTSIDE CONTINENTAL UNITED STATES 


ALASKA AIR COMMAND 


Adak (Davis Naval Station) : Communications and navigational aids, $24,000. 
Eielson Air Force Base: Communications and navigational aids, and land 
acquisition, $66,000, which amount is included in the authorizations in Public 
Laws 420, 564, 910, 155, and 534. 

Elmendorf Air Force Base: Communications, navigational aids and airfield 
lighting facilities, utilities, land acquisition, and storage facilities, $449,000, 
which amount is included in the authorizations in Public Laws 420, 564, 910, 
155, and 534. 

Galena Airfield: Airfield pavements, liquid fuel storage and dispensing fa- 
cilities, communications and navigational aids, operational facilities, aircraft 
maintenance facilities, troop housing and messing facilities, utilities, and storage 
facilities, a total of $6,362,000, of which amount $50,000 is included in the au- 
thorization in Publie Law 534, and $6,312,000 is herewith authorized. 

Ladd Air Forie Base: Airfield pavements, communications, navigational aids 
and airfield lighting facilities, aircraft maintenance facilities, training facilities, 
utilities, and storage facilities, $2,223,000, which amount is included in the 
authorizations in Public Laws 420, 564, 910, 155, and 534. F 

Naknek Air Force Base: Liquid fuel storage and dispensing facilities, com- 
munications and navigational aids, aireraft maintenance facilities, troop housing 
and messing facilities, utilities, and storage facilities, a total of $2,862,000, of 
which amount $1,775,000 is included in the authorizations in Public Laws 910, 
155, and 534, and $1,087,000 is herewith authorized. 
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Various locations : Communications and navigational aids, and land acquisition, 
$890,000, which amount is included in the authorizations in Public Laws 155 
and 534. 

FAR EAST AIR FORCES 


Clark Air Force Base, Philippine Islands: Communications and navigational 
aids, $132,000, which amount is included in the authorization in Public Law 534. 

Various locations, Guam : Airfield pavements, liquid fuel storage and dispensing 
facilities, communications, navigational aids and airfield lighting facilities, 
operational facilities, aircraft maintenance facilities, utilities, land acquisition, 
storage facilities, and administrative and community facilities, $8,071,000, which 
amount is included in the authorization in Public Laws 910, 155, and 534. 

Various locations, Okinawa: Communications and navigational aids, opera- 
tional facilities, utilities, and administrative and community facilities $1,549,000, 
which amount is included in the authorizations in Public Laws 910, 155, and 534. 


MILITARY AIR TRANSPORT SERVICE 


Hickham Air Force Base, Honolulu, Hawaii: Airfield pavements, communica- 
tions and navigational aids, troop housing and messing facilities, and utilities, 
a total of $4,450,000, of which amount $2,044,000 is included in the authorizations 
in Public Laws 910 and 155, and $2.406,000 is herewith authorized. 

Johnston Island Air Force Base, Johnston Island: Communications and navi- 
gational aids, $27,000, which amount is included in the authorizations in Public 
Laws 564, 910, and 155. 

STRATEGIC AIR COMMAND 


Ramey Air Force Base, Puerto Rico: Liquid fuel storage and dispensing 
facilities, communications and navigational aids, operational facilities, aircraft 
maintenance facilities, utilities, land acquisition, personnel facilities, and ad- 
ministrative and community facilities, $2,386.000, which amount is included in 
the authorizations in Public Laws 910, 155, and 534. 

Sec. 302. The Secretary of the Air Force is authorized to establish or develop 
military installations and facilities for aircraft control and warning system by 
the acquisition of land and the construction, conversion, rehabilitation, or in- 
stallation of permanent or temporary public works, which include site prepara- 
tion, appurtenances, utilities, and equipment, in the amount of $110,325,000. 


TITLE IV 


Seo. 401. The Secretary of the Army is authorized to establish or develop 
installations and facilities of the Alaska Communications System by the con- 
struction, conversion, rehabilitation, or installation of permanent or temporary 
public works in respect of the following projects, which include site preparation, 
appurtenances, and related utilities and equipment : 

Adak Station, Alaska : Operational facilities (including troop housing), $70,000. 

Bethel Station, Alaska: Troop housing, family housing, utilities, and opera- 
tional facilities, $185,000. 

Cordova Station, Alaska: Operational facilities and utilities, $25,600. 

Kotzebue Station, Alaska: Troop housing, family housing, operational fa- 
cilities, and utilities, $182,000. 


TITLE V 


Sec. 501. The Secretaries of the Army, Navy, and Air Force are respectively 
authorized to proceed with the establishment or development of military and 
naval installations and facilities as authorized by titles I, Il, III, and IV of this 
Act without regard to the provisions of sections 1136, 3648, and 3734, as re- 
spectively amended, of the Revised Statutes, and prior to approval of title to 
underlying land, as provided by section 355, as amended, of the Revised Statutes. 
The authority to establish or develop military installations and facilities shall 
include, in respect of those installations and facilities as to which the acquisi- 
tion of land is specified in titles I, II, and III of this Act, authority to acquire 
lands and rights and interests thereto or therein, including the temporary use 
thereof, by donation, purchase, exchange of Government-owned lands, or 
otherwise. 
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Sec. 502. There are hereby authorized to be appropriated such sums of money 
as may be necessary to accomplish the purposes of this Act, but not to exceed— 
(1) for public works authorized by title I: Inside continental United 
States, $149,809,000; outside continental United States, $19,264,000; classi- 
fied installations and facilities, $87,700,000; or a total of $256,773,000 ; 

(2) for public works authorized by title II: Inside continental United 
States, $113,085,000 ; outside continental United States, $30,796,000 ; classified 
installations and facilities, $63,358,000; or a total of $207,239,000 ; 

(3) for public works authorized by title III: Inside continental United 
States, $312,348,000; outside continental United States, $9,829,000; aircraft 
control and warning system facilities, $110,325,000; or a total of $482,502,000 ; 
and 

(4) for publie works authorized by title IV: a total of $462,600. 

Sec. 503. Any of the approximate costs enumerated in titles I, II, III, and 1V 
as to which appropriations are authorized by this Act may, in the discretion of 
the Secretary concerned, be varied upward by 10 percentum, but the total cost of 
all projects so enumerated under each of such titles shall not exceed the total of 
all amounts specified in respect of projects in such title. ‘ 

Sec. 504. Except as otherwise specifically authorized in this Act, no family 
quarters shall be constructed under the authority of this Act with a net floor 
area in excess of one thousand two hundred and fifty feet, and the average 
net floor area of all such family quarters shall not exceed one thousand and 
eighty square feet. 

Sec. 505. Appropriations made to carry out the purposes of this Act shall be 
available with respect to public works projects authorized by law for expenses 
incident to construction, including administration, overhead, planning, and 
supervision. 

Sec. 506. Whenever— 

(a) the President determines that compliance with the requirements of 
Public Law 245, Eighty-second Congress, in the case of contracts made pur- 
suant to this Act with respect to the establishment or development of mili- 
tary installations and facilities in foreign countries would interfere with the 
carrying out of the provisions of this Act ; and 

(b) the Secretary of Defense and the Comptroller General have agreed 
upon alternative methods for conducting an adequate audit of such contracts, 

the President is authorized to exempt such contracts from. the requirements of 
Public Law 245, Eighty-second Congress. 
Sec. 507. Section 405 of the Act of June 17, 1950 (64 Stat. 236, 244) is repealed. 


The Cuatrman. This is one of the most important bills which we 
handle each year, and it deserves our wholehearted and undivided 
attention. 

It is a little less than $900 million. While we have a relatively 
limited time for the consideration of the bill, we must inform our- 
selves fully with respect to it. 

The Chair has a pretty strong feeling that we should go into great 
detail and seek full justification for each project. 

The Chair also would like to say that he is strongly convinced, and 
I felt more so recently, that this committee should not authorize 
money for any particular project in any of the Departments of 
Defense unless full justification can be made for the project. And 
certainly, I am not going to vote money until each department uses 
to the maximum degree existing facilities that can meet the needs, not 
only of the particular department that has control or jurisdiction 
over it, but if there is‘a facility in which we have huge funds invested 
that can meet the needs or requirements of any one of the three Depart- 
ments of Defense I think that facility should be used. 

We are going to have to tighten our belts a little and chop here and 
there. But at the same time, we don’t want to be niggardly. 

Now, in this bill before us, the Air Force portion of the bill is by 
far the largest. 
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It contains a new authorization in the amount of $432,502,000 and 
authority for what is, in effect, reprograming in the amount of 
$309,698,000, for a total of $742,200,000. 

In comparison, the Army is requesting an authorization in the 
amount of $257 million, and the Navy in the amount of $207 million. 

The Alaska communication system is requesting an authorization of 
$462,600. It is because the Air Force portion is so large that we are 
hearing them first. 

T want to direct the attention of each member of the committee 
to the fact that in addition to the book of supporting material which 
has been furnished him, or will be, he also has several sheets of 
paper entitled, “Program by Subcategories.” You will notice this 
sets out the whole program for airfield pavements, operational facili- 
ties, family housing and so forth. 

I urge that each one of you look through these sheets because it 
will give you a bird’s eye view, I think, of the whole Air Force 
program. 

So that we may proceed as rapidly as possible and at the same time 
obtain full information concerning the ove in the program, I have 
asked the witnesses to deal in quite considerable detail with respect 
to a typical base in each category. 

For example, Abilene is the First Strategic Air Command base. The 
witness will tell us all about the Strategic Air Command, the basic 
requirements for a SAC base and where there are several kinds 
describe the difference among them. Of course, this will not elimi- 
nate the need for consideration of the other bases in the Strategic 
Air Command, but it will, I think, speed matters up by giving at one 
time all the information applying to SAC bases generally. 

There are some new bases in the Air Force portion of the program, 
and in addition there are some kinds of items. 

I wish the witnesses to make special reference to these new bases and 
new kinds of items, at the appropriate time. 

Also, there is one item in the program for $25 million for a highly 
classified project. 

(Deleted for security.) 

We will have the expert on this subject give us the complete story 
when we come to it. 

Now, our first witness this morning will be the Honorable Franklin 
G. Floete, Assistant Secretary of Defense for Properties and Instal- 
lations. If we have time, after hearing Secretary Floete, we will be 
glad to hear from Admiral Jelley, the Director of Construction in 
Mr. Floete’s office. 

Mr. Suarer. Mr. Chairman. 

The Cuarrman. Mr. Shafer? 

Mr. Suarer. I would like to make a statement before—— 

The Carman. Just a second. 

Mr. Suarer. I want to make a statement. 

The Cuarrman. I do want to say this, that I think the Department 
of Defense on the whole has done a good job on this particular bill. 
I know that there are good, successful business men over in the Pen- 
tagon and they have the interest of the taxpayer at heart. 

I would like to quote from a letter written by Joe Dodge, the direc- 
tor of the Budget, to the Secretary of Defense, in which he says—I 
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think members of the committee should keep this in mind as we con- 
sider this bill that calls for an authorization of almost $900 million. 

It is a pleasure to record here and convey to you the observation that the 
review of this Public Works Authorization proposal conducted within the De- 
partment of Defense was the most thorough and comprehensive in recent years. 
Provision of a similar kind of review in the future will confirm the long stride 
forward that has been made in this bill towards placing the management of our 
military public works programs on an efficient and business-like basis. 

That is very complimentary and it is very good news, at least to me. 

Mr. Shafer, you have a statement you say you want to make? 

Mr. Suarer. I have just a brief. statement. I have a prepared 
statement, too, which I would like to insert in the record at this point. 

Mr. Chairman, at the outset of these hearings on the military public 
works program I wish to make a brief statement with respect to a 
procedure and a line of questioning which I intend to follow as a 
member of this committee during these hearings. 

It is my intention to request representative of the Defense Depart- 
ment and the Armed Services who testify here in support of this pro- 
gram to provide full and detailed information as to existing military 
or other government properties and facilities, currently deactivated or 
only partially utilized, within each specific area for which new mili- 
tary construction or property acquisition is being proposed in this 
military public works program. 

So that there may be no possible misunderstanding as to my inten- 
tion, let me add that this means that I will not be satisfied with a mere 
unsupported statement from any source whatsoever to the effect that 
there are no existing, available and presently-owned government or 
Defense Department facilities which can be utilized for the purpose 
contemplated. 

In a memorandum which I submitted to the Chairman under date 
of March 23, I said: 


One firm conviction which has emerged from my experience in the effort (as 
yet unsusccessful) to secure utilization or release of $35 million Percy Jones 
Army Hospital property at Battle Creek, Michigan, is the acute need for effective 
coordination of information relative to the property requirements, present utiliza- 
tion of existing properties, and status of inactivated or surplus properties 
belonging to the Military Departments and other government agencies. 


This conviction is further strengthened by one of the items proposed 
by the State of Michigan in the military public works program now 
before us—the Air Force item for the Traverse City area listed on 
page 5. 

Tauap say that the view which I expressed in my memorandum to 
the Chairman has since received oral confirmation and support from 
within the Defense Department itself. 

The blunt truth is that I am entirely convinced that there is no ade- 
quate compliance, and apparently no adequate administrative machin- 
ery or procedure making possible compliance, with the Defense De- 
erste own directive of July 5, 1952, which supposedly requires 
that 

No real property will be acquired for defense purposes unless it has been 
determined that consistent with the requirements of the military mission such 


needs cannot be fulfilled by maximum utilization of the real property under the 
control of the military departments. 
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Furthermore, in my judgment it is impossible for this Committee 
to act intelligently and in accordance with its statutory obligations— 
particularly the obligation imposed by Public Law 155—without the 
type of information which I intend to request of Defense Department 
witnesses appearing in support of this military public works program. 

The situation which I have encountered with respect to the deacti- 
vated Perey Jones Army hospital and Fort Custer properties in 
Michigan leads me to believe that similar situations are Japlicated 
many times over throughout the country. Accordingly, I cannot, in 

ood conscience, accept the requests and recommendations of the De- 

ense Department, as detailed in this military public works program, 
without detailed and documented information as to existing, available 
deactivated military properties in each of the areas for which new 
construction is proposed. 

I trust that I will have the support of my colleagues on the Com- 
mittee in the effort to ferret out the facts. Defense Department 
economy requires maximum utilization of existing deactivated facili- 
ties in every possible instance before we vote additional hundreds of 
millions of dollars of defense spending. 

Mr. Chairman, I just want to serve notice that it is my intention to 
request the representatives of the Defense Department and the armed 
services who testify here in support of this program, to demand of 
them support and detailed information as to existing military and 
other Government facilities currently deactivated or partially utilized 
within each specified area for which new military construction or 
property acquisition is being proposed in this legislation. 

So there can be no misunderstanding as to my intention, let me add 
that this means that I will not be satisfied with a mere unsupported 
statement from any source whatsoever to the effect that there are no 
existing available and presently owned Government or Defense De- 
partment facilities which can be utilized for purposes contemplated. 

I have had considerable experience in the last few months relatively 
to planning on the part of the Defense Department for the reactivation 
of facilities. 

I have in mind particularly the recommendation that the Fifth 
Army Headquarters be moved from the Chicago Beach Hotel, prop- 
= which we own, to Fort Sheridan. 

Asa result of an investigation of facts and figures which I collected, 
the Defense Department decided they would keep the Fifth Army 
Headquarters whee it is and not make the move to Fort Sheridan, 
because of the excessive costs involved and so forth, that will be 
involved. 

I have a statement here which I will pass out, which I would like to 
i in the record, instead of taking the time of the committee to 
read it. 

Mr. Vinson. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield for a question 
to clear up what he has in mind? . 

I presume you have only in mind to make the inquiry in regard to 
where the bill deals with the establishment of new facilities? 

Mr. Suarer. That is right. 

For instance, we have an item in this bill to establish a new air jet 
base at Traverse City, Michigan. 

Mr. Vinson. That is right. 
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Mr. Suarer. I want to know what other facilities are nearby. I 
went to know whether there is better location for that facility. 

Mr. Vinson. That is right. 

Mr. Suarer. Than what I believe they had selected. 

Mr. Vinson. Mr. Chairman, may I ask a question—— 

The Cuamman. I might say the Chairman, before the gentleman ar- 
rived, made practically the same statement and served notice. So I 
think we better get down to the bill. 

We will hear first the Secretary, that is, the Assistant Secretary of 
Defense, Mr. Floete. I think you have a prepared statement, Mr. 
Floete? Perhaps you would like to read that without interruption 
and then answer any questions which members of the committee might 
like to ask. 

Secretary Fiorre. Mr. Chairman, and members of the committee, 
since this is the first time I have had the privilege of appearing before 
this committee, it appears appropriate that you should be given a 
statement of the responsibilities and activities of this Office of Prop- 
erties and Installations, created within the Office of the Seeretary of 
Defense last August, in compliance with Reorganization Plan No. 6. 

I think that is particularly necessary because that office has, of 
course, an important bearing on the bill which now is under 
consideration. 

The responsibilities of this office embrace, at a policy level, all 
matters relating to real property management, facilities maintenance 
and new construction. To discharge such responsibilities we have 
created three divisions, each of which is now staffed and operating, 
and each headed by a director. My own responsibilities cover the en- 
tire field but each director is responsible to me for the detailed opera- 
tions of his division. 

The division of Real Property Management is responsible for all 
activities concerning dependent housing and acquisition disposal and 
efficient utilization of the properties of the three Military Depart- 
ments. Within the continental United States these properties consist 
of approximately thirty million acres of land and some 2200 military 
and industrial installations whose total original cost was many billions 
of dollars. Exact figures will not be available until a new inventory 
has been completed. Likewise, until such completion we lack the 
necessary tool to properly handle all real estate matters. The form 
of this inventory has been determined and instructions for compila- 
tion have been issued to the military services. 

Maintenance of these extensive and valuable properties has not 
heretofore been included within the activities of the Office of the 
Secretary of Defense. The magnitude of this subject is indicated 
by the fact that a sum in excess of one and one-half billion dollars 
is annually expended for maintenance requiring the services of ap- 
proximately 175,000 men. 

The Maintenance Division confidently expects to achieve important 
financial savings, and at the same time maintain a high level of prop- 
erty protection, by adopting the best methods and techniques in this 
field now employed by the three military services and by private 
industry. 

Special attention is being directed toward cost studies and budget 
procedures as a means of establishing financial controls, together with 
field studies at the work level. 
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The responsibilities of the Construction Division include develop- 
ment of criteria and establishment of standards for individual struc- 
tures as well as a determination as to the number or size of facilities 
required ; development of improved planning methods by the Service 
to insure that programs presented by the Department of Defense to 
the Congress.are based on a firmly established need, are effective as to 
intended purpose and are economical as to type of building and loca- 
tion. There is a continuing responsibility as to all construction ac- 
tivities to insure completion of the work in an economical and ex- 
peditious manner. 

The fiscal year 1955 Military Public Works Authorization Bill 
has been thoroughly analyzed and reviewed by this office with the 
Bureau of the Budget and the Office of the Assistant Secretary of 
Defense (Comptroller) participating. This review resulted in a de- 
letion of $550,400,000 of items not regarded as fully justified as to 
need for inclusion in the 1955 bill from the original amount of 
$1,756,700,000 submitted by the Services. 

There were originally some 5,700 line items in this bill. So we have 
reviewed every one of them individually. 

In reviewing the programs intially submitted, no arbitrary mone- 
tary ceiling was imposed, it being our objective to include all projects 
which were sound and necessary without regard to a ceiling. Cost 
limitations arising from public laws have been strictly complied with. 
Estimates of cost were examined to determine that they were essen- 
tially in accord with recent bidding experience. 

Section 101 (Army) and section 201 (Navy) follow the conventional 
pattern of requesting authorizations additional to unfunded existing 
authorizations, which are relatively small. Section 301 (Air Force) 
departs from the conventional method for the purpose of establishing 
a firm authorization program. Since 1950, the wing strength of the 
Air Force has fluctuated from 48 to the presently approved 137 wings. 
As a consequence requirements have been altered or eliminated. The 
net. effect of the method adopted is to a prior unfunded 
authorization with respect to the air bases included in this bill and 
to provide for new authorization when the existing authorization is 
insufficient. 

This has been done on a line item basis in the backup material and 
should materially assist the Congress and the Department of Defense 
in comprehending the Air Force construction program as well as 
being of assistance to the Air Force itself in accomplishing the pro- 


m. 
Admiral Jelley, in his statement, will amplify upon this procedure. 
In reviewing the projects submitted by the three services particular 
consideration was given to projects contributing towards the defense 
of the United States against aerial attack. Projects are included in 
the programs of each of the services which will substantially improve 
our "rigrvee defenses. Total cost of these projects is $273 million. 
The President of the United States in his State of the Union mes- 
sage called attention to the necessity of proper housing for enlisted 
rsonnel. This bill provides for a start on the replacement of exist- 
temporary barracks with permanent barracks. 
ere are included approximately 93 million for the Army for this 
purpose, and about 57 million for the Air Force. The Navy was in 
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ae shape, so there is practically no provision in this bill for the 
avy. 

The bill provides for family housing to only a minor extent. If 
we are going to maintain our armed services at or near the present 
strength for a long ee, there should be a definite, overall program 
to provide reasonable housing for married men. 

‘his office has just completed a study of such requirements. The 
existing deficiencies can be only partially supplied through the Wherry 
Act (title VIII) since it does not, in actual operation, providing 
housing for the three lower grades of enlisted men nor in an adequate 
manner for the senior officers. Nor does it provide a means for securing 
dependent housing at installations not designated permanent nor at 
isolated locations. 

For these reasons, the Department of Defense intends within a very 
short time to present to the Congress a separate bill to provide author- 
ization for dependent housing, in a substantial sum. 

The Cuarrman. What do you mean by substantial sum? $250 
million ¢ 

Secretary Fiorere. Well, that is a possibility. It all depends on 
how far you think we should go. We believe, we are pretty certain as 
to the total number. We know we can’t approach that in 1 year or 2 
years or 3 years. 

The Cuairman. But you do contemplate sending wp in addition 
to this legislation a bill calling for a substantial sum for dependent 
housing. 

Secretary Fiorre. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Winsreap. Mr. Chairman, would that be the continental United 
States or overall? 

The Cuatrman. Well, I perhaps should have interrupted you. 
Pardon me. Let’s let him finish his statement. 

Secretary Fiorre. The details of the bill haven't been determined 
yet. We have been working on it for a long time. 

The Cuarrman. But it is your intention ¢ 

Secretary Fiorre. Yes, sir. 

The Cuarrman. I just wanted to get the picture. 

Secretary Fiorre. Yes, sir, definitely. 

The Cuamman. You are going to send up additional bill, or piece 
of legislation ? 

Secretary Frorre. Yes, sir. 

The language of the bill, as submitted does not include limitations 
on the unit cost of barracks, BOQ’s, warehouses, and so forth, although 
the projects submitted by the services were reviewed in accordance 
with past legislative cost restrictions. I feel that the Department of 
Defense can control the costs through standards of design, the review 
of annual construction programs and by issuing the necessary direc- 
tives. Arbitrary cost limitations are unsatisfactory because they do 
not take into account changing economic conditions, geographical 
local and site conditions, and I recommend that they not be included 
in this bill. 

The bill for which we ask your favorable consideration proposes 
new authorization totalling $896,976,600 consisting of $256,773,000 for 
the Army ; $207,239,000 for the Navy ; $462,600 for the Alaska Com- 
munications System, and $432,502,000 for the Air Force. 
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In addition, to the $432,502,000 of new authorization provided for 
the Air Force, this bill will in effect reprogram $509,698,000 of prior 
unfunded authorization. 

Furthermore, the Air Force will soon present to your committee for 
clearance under Section 407 of Public Law 534 an overseas construc- 
tion program of approximately $225,000,000 which has been previously 
authorized. ‘Therefore, the total Air Force construction program is 
approximately $967,200,000. This total does not include any author- 
ization for the Arnold Engineering Development Center at Tulla- 
homa, Tenn., which will soon be ‘submitted to the Congress in a 
separate authorization bill. 

Tn the next three paragraphs, we have broken down the bill into 
categories as to the type of facilities provided. 

This bill includes an Army program made up as follows: 40 per- 
cent for an initial increment of permanent barracks and bachelor 
officers ee to replace certain existing substandard housing; 34 
percent for tactical facilities for the defense of the continental United 
States; 10 percent for waterfront outloading facilities and 16 percent 
for minimum operational, community, training and miscellaneous 
facilities. 

The Navy program consists of the following: 38 percent for avia- 
tion facilities except Marine Corps aviation; 23 percent for depot 
type supply including bulk petroleum storage; 18 percent for fleet 
operation and support other than air; 9 percent for Marine Corps 
facilities including aviation; 7 percent for training school facilities, 
5 percent for research and development facilities. 

The Air Force program consists of the following: 32 percent for 
airfield pavements, 21 percent for various operational facilities; 14 
percent for utilities; 12 percent for aircraft maintenance facilities; 

12 percent for troop housing and personnel facilities; 5 percent for 
pr sae facilities; 4 percent “for research and development facilities. 

In view of the urgency and firmness of the program, I have recom- 
mended to the Assistant Secretary of Defense (comptroller) that it be 
funded in its entirety in the fiscal year 1955 Supplemental Appro- 
priation Bill for Military Public Works. This supplemental appro- 
priation bill will soon be transmitted to the President, roeumeaiaing 
its submittal to the Congress. 

The Director of the Budget and the Secretary of Defense concur 
with me in recommending the present bill and in respectfully request- 
ing that it be authorized in full. 

Mr. Chairman, that concludes my formal statement. In accordance 
with usual procedure, the Service Secretaries will provide representa- 
tives to justify the individual items. 

I will be available for any general questions at any time. But first, 
I think it would be well if Admiral Jelley would give his statement 
which supplements some of the statements I have made, if it meets 
your pleasure. 

The Crarrman. You will remain, however, to be available for 
questions? 

Secretary Fiorrr. Yes, sir. 

The Cuarman, You have prepared your testimony so that Admiral 
Jelley’s naturally and logically follows yours? 

Secretary Fiorre. Yes, sir. 
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The Cuarrman. So perhaps it would be helpful if we would heard 
the Admiral at this point, and when he finishes then the members of 
the committee will feel free to ask questions from either one of you 
gentlemen. 

Admiral Jelley, we are glad to have your statement at this point in 
the record. 

Admiral Jettxy. Thank you, Mr. Chairman. 

Mr. Chairman and members of the committee, since my last appear- 
ance before this committee, I have been assigned as director of con- 
struction for the Department of Defense. In this capacity, I have 
had the responsibility of the detailed engineering review and analysis 
of the construction projects submitted by the three Services for inclu- 
sion in the 1955 authorization bill. After thorough review, appro- 
priate recommendations on each project were made to the Assistant 
Secretary of Defense (properties and installations) Mr. Floete. 

I have been able to secure civilian engineers who had previous ex- 
perience with Army, Navy or Air Force construction to do the detailed 
review and analysis of the construction.projects submitted by the Serv- 
ices. On account of the magnitude of the Air Force submission, it 
was necessary to secure additional assistance for the preliminary 
review. 

Competent civilian engineers were ang, ap! assigned from the 
Army, Navy and Air Force to assist us. In reviewing this program, 
we determined whether the estimates of cost were in line with bidding 
experience, with existing legal requirements and with costs used by 
the other Services. When sufficient field investigations had been made, 
we checked real estate acreages and cost and determined whether addi- 
tional land requirements were held to a minimum. 

In the case of Air Force projects, each was carefully checked against 
the Air Force facilities inventory, standard criteria promulgated by 
the Air Force, the base mission and the assignment of planes and per- 
sonnel to the base. Justifications as to need were carefuly examined. 
The type and scope of- construction was studied to see whether it would 
fill the intended purpose. The projects were not approved unless the 
planning had been carried to a point where the requirements and scope 
were firm and definite. 

We had difliculty in definitely determining past programs of the 
Air Force because radical changes in the wing structure over the last 
few years had resulted in considerable reprogramming. The Air 
Force also felt that they had made commitments to this committee in 
presenting backup data for past authorizations and could not change 
plans for facilities at their bases unless this committee had full knowl- 
edge and approved even relatively minor changes. 

After considerable discussion and investigation, the Air Force was 
directed to submit a compilation of the existing approved program 
for each base that was included in the 1955 authorization bill. This 
enabled us to compare their proposed 1955 program with the existing 
approved program. The Air Force will submit as backup data durin 
these hearings their current approved program, by line item, a 
their proposed 1955 construction program, by line item, for each 
base where they need additional construction. 

This method has definite advantages, since it gives us an overall 
program for these air bases and will permit the air staff, the Air 
Force commands, and the local base commanders to see exactly what 


4069 


their program is. It will give the construction agency a better picture 
of the program and will permit better planning of design and con- 
struction. 

It will also give the Department of Defense a clearer picture on the 
progress of construction and assist in expediting and overcoming 
delays in construction. Last, but not least, it will give this committee 
definite information on the construction program at each base and 
make it much easier for the committee to visualize and follow Air 
Force construction. During the Air Force presentation, they will 
explain how the amounts in the bill were arrived at, using a typical 
air base as an example. 

In general, however, the first step was to determine the presently 
approved program for each base, the program as approved by the 
Department of Defense, Bureau of the Budget or this committee as 
appropriate. The total authorization in Public Laws 60, 420, 564, 
838,910,155,534, and 209 for th bases involved in this reprogramming 
and the total appropriations against those authorizations were then 
determined. This determined the amount of unused authorization at 
individual bases, that could be applied against the 1955 construction 
»rogram. The language in the prior authorization acts in each case 
is modified to properly describe the 1955 construction program. 

The Services still have considerable amounts of unfunded author- 
ization. At the present time, there exists $1,947 million in prior 
authorization that has not been funded. This is divided between the 
Services, as follows: 

Navy 184 million 
Air Force 1,540 million 

If the 1955 authorization bill is passed in substantially its present 
form and appropriations are made as now appears probable, the Army 
and Navy would have a carry-over of about $200 million in unfunded 
authorization apiece, and the Air Force would have between $900 
million and $1 billion. These are roughtly equivalent to one year 
construction programs for the Services and arbitrary rescission action 
is not recommended at this time. During this year, we will scrutinize 
unfunded authorization as required by Public Law 564 of the 81st 
Congress and be prepared to recommend the recission of unnecessary 
authorization to the next Congress, 

The Services will defend their individual programs as is customary 
and they are prepared to go into each project in detail. The Air Force 
is scheduled to present their program first and their witnesses are 
standing by, as Mr. Floete said. 

That completes my statement, Mr. Chairman. 

The Cuatrman. Thank you, Admiral. 

It is your purpose, however, to use these unfunded authorizations. 
You got almost $2 million. You will use that before you ask for 
further authorization ? 

Admiral Jetiey. If they are still necessary a year from now, they 
will be used first and any that the services can foresee no need for, 
we will recommend for rescission. 

The Crarrman. For many months, the Department, particularly 
yourself and Secretary Floete, who deals with this particular problem, 
have made exhaustive and thorough studies, It has cleared the budget 
and also received the approval of the Secretary of Defense? 
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Secretary Floete. Yes, sir, that is correct, and, furthermore, through- 
out the review, representatives of the Bureau of the Budget and the 
comptroller’s office of the Secretary of Defense participated in the 
review, actively participated in it. So it had that thorough analysis 
as well as our own. 

The Cuarrman. You think that you have cut the bill down to the 
projects on almost an irreducible minimum ¢ 

Secretary Fiorre. Yes, sir, we believe that everything in here is 
sound. 

The Crarrman. Is solid 

Secretary Fvorre. Yes, sir. 

The Cnatrman. And you are asking full authorization for the full 
program ¢ 

Secretary Fiorre. The figures indicate, you see, that we cut at least 
a third out of this bill. 

The CuatrMan. One third. That is pretty good. 

Secretary Fvoere. From $1 billion 7, to $1 billion 2, of $550 million. 

The Cuarrman. Mr. Vinson—— 

Secretary Fiorre. We do not think we have hurt any one of the 
Services in making those deletions. I think what is left is sound and 
solid. 

The Cuarrman. If you had to make any further cuts at all, where 
would they be? You don’t care to answer that now ¢ 

Secretary Fiorre. No. 

The Cuarrman. No. 

Mr. Vinson. 

Mr. Vinson. Mr. Chairman, I would like to ask the Secretary and 
the Admiral one or two questions. 

The first question prompted by the question raised by the Chairman 
is the unfunded. You have some approximately $2 billion that was 
heretofore authorized and appropriated in the Public Works bill that 
hasn’t been obligated; is that correct ? 

Admiral Jetiey. Hasn’t been appropriated for. No appropriation 
has been given. 

Mr. Vinson. It has been authorized but has not been appropriated ? 

Admiral Jeviey. That is right, sir. : 

Mr. Vinson. Now, you are asking in this bill that the total amount 
be made available immediately ; is that correct ? 

Admiral Jettry. In this bill. I believe the appropriation request 
will substantially cover the whole bill, plus part of the existing un- 
funded authorization. 

Mr. Vinson. In the last statement of the Secretary, he stated that 
he was asking that the total amount come in the supplementary 
appropriation bill. Now that is the total amount that is asked for 
in this present bill ? 

Secretary Fiorre. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Vinson. Then how much of the authorized unexpended balance 
are you going to ask for in the supplementary bill? You have some 
$2 billion that has been Bs a | And how much of that are you 
going to ask for? 

Admiral Je.iey. It will be the $309 million that is reprogrammed 
in here, it will be the amount for the Air Force overseas program 
which amounts to $225 million; there will also be other Air Force 
projects such as the Tullahoma project that the secretary mentioned, 


i 


4071 


plus perhaps fifty or one hundred million from the three Services 
from existing authorization. 

Now how much of that will be approved by the Bureau of the 
Budget, I don’t know, but it will total well over a billion dollars, 

Mr. Vinson. Now, Admiral, why aren’t you making too much 
progress in authorization when we have some two billion dollars that 
is authorized but we haven’t appropriated for it? What is the use 
of putting it all on the books? Let’s build up as we go along. 

Admiral Jeter. There is no use to put it on the books, unless it 
is actually needed. And a great deal of that authorization was put 
on the books in the last 3 years due to lack of time for proper plan- 
ning, plans that were firm at the time, but have changed since be- 
cause of changes in conditions, and measures like that. 

We are starting off in this office trying to make sure that every bit 
of authorization we recommend to you is good; firm authorization 
and it is a permanent need and not something that would be rescinded 
in a few years. 

The Cuarrman. Heretofore, we have given you a blank check. 

Admiral Jettey. In a good many cases. 

The CHarrman. Just a blank check. 

Admiral Jettey. In a good many cases, yes. 

The Cuarrman. That is where you run into difficulty and waste. 

Secretary Fiorere. And we believe before the next session of Con- 
o that we can largely correct the situation you refer to by asking 

‘or rescission of all such unneeded authorization. 

Mr. Vinson. May I ask one more question, Mr. Chairman? 

The Yes. 

Mr. Vinson. Has every one of these line items in this bill been 
approved by Mr. McNeil’s office, who holds the money in the Depart- 
ment of Defense ? 

Secretary FLorre. He concurs—he has concurred generally in the 
bill; yes, sir. Actually, the way we are running it now, this is all the 
responsibility of the office of properties and installations. 

Mr. Vinson, It is the responsibility of your office, but Mr. McNeil 
has the last word; does he not? Now I note you stated he partic- 
ipated in the preparation of this bill. Now, when we pass this bill, 
we don’t want it to be said down there that certain of these items don’t 
meet the viewpoint of Mr. McNeil and therefore we will not construct 
them. Mr. MeNeil is in favor of the bill, the budget is in favor of it, 
the Department of Defense is in favor of it, but the man who handles 
the money is the main one. 

Secretary Fiorre. We believe with only very minor exceptions— 
because I discussed with Mr. McNeil yesterday the question of whether 
I should make this statement that we are recommending to him the 
approval, and he said, “By all means,” and he said, “I think if there 
are any differences they will be minor.” 

So I believe that office concurs substantially. 

Mr. Vinson. Then the committee can understand, if we pass this 
bill, these line items are going to be carried out as rapidly as the 
departments can do so? 

ecretary Fiorrp. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Vinson. And that Mr. McNeil is not going to veto it when it 

comes to the question of money ¢ 
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Secretary Fiorre. Well, I can’t actually speak for Mr. McNeil. 

Mr. Vinson. I think, Mr. Chairman, we ought to have Mr. McNeil 
up here to find out his views on this. Because the man who handles the 
moneybag is the main one. 

The Cuairman. Mr. Cunningham. 

Mr. Cunnrncuam. Not yet; I haven’t any questions, Mr, Chairman. 

The Cuarrman. Mr. Bates? 

Mr. Bares. Mr. Chairman, on page 3 of Secretary Floete’s state- 
ment he said, “The language of the bill as submitted does not include 
limitations on the unit cost of barracks, BOQ, warehouses, et cetera, 
although the projects submitted by the services were reviewed in 
accordance with past legislative cost restrictions.” 

I was just wondering what that meant. 

Admiral Jetty. When the services originally made up their proj- 
ects months and months ago, they, of course, were guided by past legis- 
lative restrictions. By omitting restrictions from this year’s bill, the 
services who are already starting on their initial plans for next year 
will be guided by directives that we put out regarding the quality of 
construction, the standards of design, unit costs, and so forth. 

Mr. Bares. Well, it said they were reviewed in accordance with past 
legislative cost restrictions. Now just specifically what does that 
mean? You intend to go above that figure in certain instances? 

Admiral Jectey. We may go above in a particular geographical 
location. 

Mr. Bares. That is the only—— 

Admiral Jettey. Where the building costs would be unduly high. 

Mr. Bares. That is the only purpose for the language, then. That 
is the reason it is mentioned here, that in certain cases you will go 
above that particular figure. 

Admiral Jetiey. Yes, sir. I think we should have the opportunity 
when we run into a particularly difficult construction condition to 
exceed the legislative cost. In general, I feel that the costs are ade- 
quate and suitable for perhaps 90 percent or even more of the cases. 

Mr. Bares. Well, do you Sees authorizations and appropriations 
today for certain projects which you haven’t been able to build because 
you haven’t been able to get contractors to build at that particular 
price that was specified ? 

Admiral Jettey. I know of none at this moment. 

Mr. Bares. I know it was true at Brunswick, Maine. I was up 
there and they had some housing projects there. 

Admiral Jerry. Yes. We have had great difficulty in a place like 
Maine, with very cold climate to contend with. I believe the limit for 
enlisted men’s housing is $10,000, plus or minus a few hundred. That 
particular job was redesigned three times and I am sure the design 
costs very probably have amounted to two or three thousand dollars, 
perhaps, by now. 

Mr. Bares. And bids were sent out two or three times? 

Admiral Jettry. Yes. 

Mr. Bares. Well, did you ever finally get bids on that? 

Admiral Jeter. I am not familiar with the present status of that 
project. 

The Cuamman. If the gentleman will yield at that point, I think 
we should bear in mind that there are certain differences between the 
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eneral provisions of last year’s bill and this year’s bill. Last year the 

epartment was permitted, I think it was 5 percent variation in proj- 
ect cost in continental United States, and 10 percent overseas. In the 
present bill, it is 10 percent for all projects. And you must have a 
margin, you must have some elasticity. 

Admiral Jettey. Yes, sir. 

The Or flexibility. 

Admiral Jeter. The restriction Mr. Bates speaks of is an appro- 
priation restriction, being language in the Appropriations Act, rather 
than in the Authorization Act. 

Mr. Bares. That is right. 

The Cuairman. Oh. 

Mr. Bares. But as I understand the situation now, if you have an 
appropriation for a certain project, you can spend money on that to 
accomplish the need, regardless of prior restrictions ¢ 

Admiral Jettxy. You mean—that is for money authorized under 
this bill, not for prior projects. 

Mr. Bares. Starting with this particular bill. 

Admiral Jettey. Starting with this particular bill, yes, sir. 

Mr. Bares. Well, do you have a backlog, Admiral? That is what 
I am trying to find out. 

Admiral Jettey. Not that I know of. The services would have to 
answer that question as to their individual projects. 

Mr. Bares. You must have, to have reason to incorporate this in this 
particular bill. 

Admiral Jettry. They have, but Iam not familiar with the magni- 
tude of the problem. 

Mr. Bares. I hope something can elaborate on that. 

Mr. Cunnincuam. Mr, Chairman, may I interrogate now? 

The Cuatrman. Mr. Kilday first. 

Mr. Kiupay. | have a question on the whole bill. 

The Cuarrman. All right. Mr. Cunningham. 

Mr. Cunnincuam. Admiral, I notice under Ellsworth Air Force 
Base, Rapid City, S. Dak., on page 20, it says “Aircraft maintenance 
facilities.” Would that include repairs to aircraft / 

Admiral Jettry. No, sir. This would be the building to house the 
shop for aircraft repairs. 

r. CUNNINGHAM. Would there be anything in this bill that would 
include money for repairs to aircraft or any other ordnance 
equipment 

Admiral Jetiry. No, sir. 

Mr, Cunnrncuam. All right. 

Admiral Jeter. This represents capital investments only. 

Mr. Cunnineuam. Now then, that brings me to my next question. 
1 notice on page 18, Carswell Air Force Base—and that refers there 
to, I believe, storage facilities and land acquisition. Last year a sub- 
committee of this committee had some extensive hearings on the land 
acquisition. My recollection of the testimony was that some 18 
months to 2 years ago, when you first went in there, you purchased 
about 300 acres of land at approximately $2,000 an acre. 

Then they come back and wanted authority to purchase 300 more 
acres adjacent, in less than a year’s time, and the price had gone up to 
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approximately $7,000. Well, that has been disposed of by the 


committee. 

My question is: Has anything been done in the last 6 months or a 
year whereby there will not be a recurrence of such outlandish differ- 
entials in value in such a short space of time in the acquisition of land ‘ 

Admiral Jetiey. Mr. Cunningham, you posed a very difficult ques- 
tion. We have attempted to get what they call real estate planning 
reports for each land acquisition project. That means that someone 
from the District Engineer or District Public Works Office goes out 
to the courthouse and looks at the record, talks to local real estate 

reople, to try to get an indication of the value of the land. In a num- 

r of cases, we were able to get such reports for projects in this bill. 

We didn’t go into operation until November. So it wasn’t possible 
to get as many as we would have liked. But when you do that, you 
tip off the local people that the land acquisition is in progress or being 
considered and the prices go up. 

The only way you can get out of that is the very unfair way of 
condemnation. 

Mr. Cunnrncuam. I appreciate that and I know the difficulties now 
of condemnation. Frequently when we go into condemnation pro- 
ceedings we have to pay more than we have to pay by negotiation. 

Admiral Yes. 

Mr. Cunnrneuam. But what does concern me is—take this one 
particular case. Although it is outstanding, I could point out to you 
many others that, although smaller, are subject to just as large a 
discrepancy or variance. But what reason could you ascribe to the 
fact that at the time the first acquisition was made—now this was less 
than a year prior to the time the second acquisition called for. There 
was no anticipation at that time that this additional land would be 
os when at that time it could be purchased for $2,000 an acre or 

ess. 

Admiral Jettey. You will recall that Mr. Floete said that one of 
the objectives of his office was to build up better planning systems. I 
have noticed a number of cases where extensions to runways, for ex- 
ample, were piecemeal, over a 2- or 3-year period, which would lead to 
things like that. 

We hope to be able to improve the situation in the future by sounder, 
more thoughtful planning. 

Mr. CunnincuaAm. I have discussed this somewhat with Mr. Floete 
and I believe that he is very sympathetic to saving money. That is 
his purpose. He is doing a g job. But I don’t think it is Mr. 
Floete’s responsibility. I think it goes down the line. I am trying to 
get to the bottom of it. 

Admiral Jettry. It to the local man who is the one that actually 
has to negotiate with the landowner and try to reach a settlement to 
make sure that he gets a proper price, or that he goes in condemnation. 
Of course, your committee has some review of those things, as you did 
at Carswell. 

Mr. CunnincHam. Mr. Floete. 

Secretary Frorre. I think we made some progress on these sites for 
the Nike installations. By getting a proper resiting we have reduced 
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the required acreage, not only the total, but also the fee and the use of 
easements in place of fees—— 

Mr. Cunnincuam. I might say an excellent job was done at Detroit. 

Secretary Fiorre. Well, it was done rather universally. I think 
over the long run we can be helpful in affecting better methods of 
acquisition. They aren’t satisfactory now. 

The Cuarrman. Mr. Secretary, did I understand you to say the 
Department of Defense owns 30 million acres, or approximately 30 
million acres of land ? 

Secretary Fiorre. Yes, sir. 

The Cuarrman. I think it would be helpful to all members of the 
committee if you could give us a breakdown of these figures where 
the land is owned and how much additional land you are asking for 
in this bill. We already have 30 million acres. 

Mr. Vinson. By States, Mr. Chairman. 

The Carman. By States. 

Secretary Fiorre. Mr. Chairman, I explained—we can do that. 
We have to do it in kind of a cumbersome manner because we don’t 
have a proper inventory. 

The CuarrMan. Well, it is time we had one, 

Mr. Vinson. Mr. Chairman, may I suggest that nearly every one 
of these items you have land acquisition for. So you knew when 
you made up your item that you contemplated buying so much land. 

Now why can’t you tell the committee the total number of acres of 
land that you contemplate to acquire under this bill? 

The CuarrMan. Yes. 

Secretary Fiorrr. Yes, sir, we can do that. 

Mr. Vinson. And break it down in States. Then that would give 
us information of approximately what would be the total holdings in 
land of the Department of Defense, if we acquire what you 
recommend. 

The Cuarrman. Of course, we will go into those details when we 
take up each item. 

Secretary Fiorrr. We shall furnish that, sir. 

Mr. Vinson. Yes. 

The Cuatrman. When you ask us to give you authority to purchase 
so much land, we want to know if you own any land near that site 
that could possibly used. 

Secretary Yes, sir. 

The Cuarran. I think we should confine our questions, however, 
more or less general from these two witnesses. 

Mr. Brooks. 

Mr. Brooks. Mr. Chairman, I would like to ask 2 or 3 questions. 
I want to compliment Admiral Jelley for a fine statement there. I 
especially refer to the fact that he is going to give us the planning 
and the program for each base in the United States, which will give 
the committee something that I know, as far as I am concerned, we 
haven’t had in the past, entirely, so we will be able to envision what 
is going to happen in the future on these bases, in carrying out their 
mission. 
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I want to ask in reference to the authorizations already granted: Is 
there no way of reprograming some of those authorizations already 
given, so that we pea girs Tn them in this bill? 

Admiral Jeutey. I think that we have reprogramed the maximum 
amount possible. The Continental will be just over $300 million. 
The overseas, somewhat over $200 million. So it will be between 500 
and 600 million dollars, therefore, of authorizations that we 
programed. 

Mr. Brooks. And there is no way to use those previously given 
authorizations in a reprograming method there by the services? 

Admiral Jrtiey. I don’t think so, sir. 

Mr. Brooxs. I want to say another thing. I am very much in favor 
of the housing for soldiers. I think we have broken faith, Mr. Sec- 
retary, with our men in uniform when we fail to give them proper 
housing. 

And I made the statement on the floor last year and I was called to 
task for saying some of the housing that we had for our men were 
hardly fit for housing animals, much less soldiers in uniform, soldiers 
and sailors in uniform. 

The Cuarrman. If the gentleman would pardon me—— 

Mr. Brooks. I think I am still correct about it. I have seen some 
housing that is not suitable for the purpose of housing men in uniform 
and I am glad you are a in with a program that will give these 
men what we impliedly tell them we are going to get when they go 
into uniform. I yield to my distinguished Chairman. 

The CuatrMan. We saw a lot of those hovels and shacks just a week 
ago Saturday, when we drove from El] Paso up to White Sands. They 
are little boxes occupied by 2 and 3 men. 

Mr. Brooxs. We are breaking faith with our men in uniform when 
we don’t give them proper housing. 

Now I want to ask you something. We are abandoning certain bases. 
I know in some of those bases the housing is excellent. I want to ask 
the Secretary this: Have you thought whether or not it is more eco- 
nomical to keep those bases and keep those men in good housing that 
you have on those bases, or is it more economical to abandon those bases 
and build new housing at other bases? 

Secretary Fiorre. Well, I think in each case the department that is 
concerned has to weigh all of the facts and arrive at what is the right 
decision. Every case varies. 

Mr. Brooxs. You feel; don’t you—— 

Secretary Fiorre. The housing is actually a small part of the total 
cost of your investment. 

Mr. Brooxs. You know—for instance, you abandon a base in Vir- 
ginia. You abandon one out in California inthe Army. You abandon 
one down in Louisiana. I recently had an opportunity—it is not in 
my district at all, but in south Louisiana. But I had an opportunity 
to go through the housing on that base. It is in excellent condition. 
It is in good shape as my own home. | 

Secretary Frorre. It is regrettable that that happens sometimes. 

Mr. Brooks. How is that? 

Secretary Fioere. It is regrettable that that does happen sometimes. 
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Mr. Brooks. Now, it is holding out the proper economy program 
to the country to say we will abandon that housing—and it is in 
perfect shape—and build new housing on other bases? 

Secretary Fiorre. Well, of course, it usually isn’t possible to move 
that housing. There are certain houses constructed under so-called 
title III that are demountable and we have been attempting to move 
some of them to other bases. 

Mr. Brooxs. It is not possible to move the housing, but it is possible 
to move the troops / 

Secretary Fiorre. Yes. 

The CnHarrman. Mr. 

Mr. Brooks. What I would like to do, before I end, is to ask the 
Secretary if he won't investigate the cases of these bases which the 
Army is abandoning and see whether or not it isn’t more economical! 
to our taxpayers to use the facilities there rather than building a new 
facilities at new bases for the purposes that we ought to take care of. 

Secretary FLorre. Well, generally, I think, sir, that has been done. 
But I will be very glad to do it again. 

Mr. Rivers. Join up with Shafer. 

The Cuairman. Mr. Hess. 

Mr. Hess. I pass. 

The Cuarrman. Mr. Shafer. 

Mr. Suarer. | am gomg to reserve my questioning mostly to when 
we start reading the bill. 

The CuatrmMan. Yes. 

Mr. Suarer. But I do want to call attention and commend the 
Secretary on the statement here that the real property management 
is responsible for activities concerning dependent housing and acquisi- 
tion, disposal and eflicient utilization of properties of the three depart- 
ments. 

Now you say you do not have an inventory of all these things now / 

Secretary Frorre. Each of the services over a period of many 
years has developed one type of inventory. They are each different. 
This is the first time the Department of Defense has ever been able 
to get a uniform type of inventory started. 

We have put out the directions to the services, and by next fall we 
hope to have something that we can give to Congress, that we can give 
to GSA, and that will be generally available throughout Government. 

We think it will be a very excellent tool, because that will help us 
on every real estate problem we have—how to utilize this stuff right. 

Mr. Suarer. I thoroughly agree with you, Mr. Secretary. 

Secretary Fiopre. What to dispose of and what not to acquire. 

Mr. Suarer. I think it should have been done long ago. Because 
I think you realize that at the present time there is—I am highly 
suspicious—at least—that the right hand doesn’t know what the left 
hand is doing over there, in some of the dealings that I have had. 

I commend you for this effort to get an inventory. And I also at 
this time want to express before the committee my appreciation for 
the hearing that you gave me last November and the kind reception 
you gave me and the intelligent way you have served me and aided 
me. 
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Secretary Frorre. Thank you, sir. 

Mr. Suarer. I think—I said this morning when I came to the 
committee that I admired you very much as a businessman and in 
your job at the Pentagon. 

The Cuatrman. Mr. Kilday. 

Mr. Kitpay. Mr. Chairman, I wanted to ask the secretary and the 
admiral about what appears to be a new departure in this bill, I guess 
it could be called statutory reprograming. I don’t recall that we have 
ever had reprograming in this form before. 

I notice in the bill that in authorizations for individual bases you 
refer back to the fact that were included in the authorizations in cer- 
tain designated public laws. Now, this is a second statutory author- 
ization, then, of each of these items as to each base; is that correct ? 

Admiral Jetey. I think that that is a proper interpretation. We 
do have counsel here, that could answer that. Mr. Pike of the Office 
of General Counnsel. 

Mr. Pre. I wouldn’t call it a second authization, sir. It is in 
effect modifying the language in the prior authorization, the language 
for construction, modifying it to the extent of the amount that it is 
reprogramed. It does not touch the authorization for which we 
already have funds appropriated. 

Mr. Kinpay. Well, as I understand it, because of the use of the 
term reprograming the work authorized here comes within the money 
limitation of the previous public laws? 

Mr. Prxe. That is correct, sir. 

Mr. Kitpay. But the specific type of work or acquisition to be 
done may differ from those other public laws? 

Mr. Pixe. That is correct. 

Mr. Kitpay. And in etfect, you have dipped into the existing un- 
funded authorizations, taken a portion of the unfunded authorization 
and changed perhaps some of the detail and then renewed it in this 
bill? 

Mr. Pixe. In the bases that are covered in this bill we have taken 
all of the unfunded authorization. 

Mr. Kitpay. Then, we are to understand that where you have 
reprograming for a certain base and a total amount of money for the 
specific things authorized in this bill that constitutes all of the pre- 
viously existing authorizations for that base ? 

Mr. Pr«e. There is previously existing authorization that has been 
funded. We are not touching that. 

Mr. Kripay. That is what I mean. 

Mr. Pre. All of the unfunded authorization we-are embracing in 
the language in this bill. 

Mr. Kinpay. So that as to the bases mentioned in this bill, as far as 
reprograming is concerned, these amounts will use up all of the un- 
funded prior authorizations? 

Mr. Pixe. That is correct, sir. 

Mr. Kuay. But there still exists in bases not mentioned a consid- 
erable amount of unfunded autthorizations? 

Mr. Pixs. That is the amount that was mentioned earlier, the un- 
funded authorization that will be taken up next year in the report 
that is required to be made to the Congress biannually under Public 
Law 564 of the 81st Congress. 
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Mr. Kitpay. The Secretary also stated that he hoped at that time 
to ask for the authorizations to be rescinded but that none be in this 
bill. 

Mr. Prxe. That is right, sir. 

Mr. Kinpay. Now, as to the legal effect, if and when this bill be- 
comes law, we will have outstanding authorizations in addition to 
those contained in the bill upon which you could go to work with 
what money is appropriated for fiscal 1955 by an informal permission 
to reprogram, in addition to the formal reprograming in this bill? 

Mr. Pree. That is technically correct, sir. 

Mr. Keuiener. In fact, that will not happen, however? 

Admiral Jetitry. I don’t expect it to happen, but there may be some 
emergency that would require it. 

Mr. Kinpay. I asked about the legal affect. 

Mr. Prxe. That is correct. 

Mr. Kitpay. Now as a policy from the secretary and Admiral Jel- 
ley, that is not intended or contemplated in fiscal 19554 

Admiral Jetiey. Correct. 

Secretary Frorre. That is right. 

Mr. Kitpay. So that as to the overall cost of the authorization, this 
would be it ? 

Admiral Yes. 

Mr. Kitpay. And these would be the bases? 

Admiral Yes, sir. 

Mr. Kixpay. Is that correct ? 

Secretary Fiorre. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Kinpay. In other words, you wouldn’t go informally to the Ap- 
propriations Committee and the Armed Services Committees and ask 
for informal or formal reprograming, that is, reprograming other than 
statutory which we have in this bill ? 

Secretary Fiorre. That is right. 

Mr. Prxe. That is correct. 

Mr. Vinson. Because he has two authorizations. 

Mr. Kizpay. He has two authorizations, and can use either or both 
except for the commitments made here that they will not. 

Mr. Vinson. That is correct. You have two authorizations. You 
take a great many of these items, Mr. Chairman: There is no money 
authorized here. He is reprograming and by previous acts of Con- 
gress we have already given them the identical authorization and prob- 
ably some additional authorization. 

Mr. Rivers. What is the difference between that and rescission, a 
reprogramming ? 

Mr. Prxr. We are not touching the money authorizations that are in 
the prior bill. The only thing that is being touched is the construction 
uuthorization, the nature of the facilities to be constructed with the 
money that will be appropriated. 

The Cuarrman. Mr. Hardy. 

Mr. Harpy. So that what you are doing is changing your line items 
and leaving two authorizations for the same base. 

Mr. Harpy. That is right. 

Mr. Prxr. Yes, there will be two authorizations, one as to which 
moneys already have been appropriated and the rest of it, as to which 
moneys have not been appropriated, are all included in this bill for 
the bases mentioned. 
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Mr. Harpy. Now wait a minute. Do I understand that with respect 
to this reprograming, that you already have funds for that ? 

Mr. Pixe. No, sir. 

Mr. Harpy. Sothat—— 

Mr. Prxr. We already have funds at that base, but none—— 

Mr. Harvy. All right. But that reprograming: You are not re- 
scinding any previous authorizations, you are leaving that authoriza- 
tion? You are getting a new authorization in this bill. Tell me why 
you didn’t rescind the authorization that you already had for those 
line items if you do not intend to construct ? 

Mr. Prxr. We construe it, sir, that to the extent one of the old laws, 
for example, Public Law 155, mentions certain facilities, to the extent 
that that is involved in this reprograming, we will not use the prior 
authorization as modified by this bill. 

Mr. Harpy. But youstill have the authorization on the books ? 

Mr. Pr«r. It is only to the extent that money is not involved in this 
xppropriation, sir. 

Admiral Jettey. I think it will be-plainer, a little later, Mr. Hardy. 
The Air Force has a specific example for one base that I think would 
clarify the problem. 

The Cuarrman. Can you help us out here? Secretary Douglas. 

Secretary Doveias. Mr. Chairman, I do think that probably the 
most satisfactory way to fully explain this unusual procedure will be 
to take a particular base with the amounts of dollars that are con- 
cerned with the line items and to go right through the affect of the bill 
with respect to that base. 

Now, we can bring that up right now or if it pleases the committee, 
we can go ahead. That is one of the first things that General Wash- 
bourne expects to take up in his presentation. 

The Cuatrman. You are going to do with Abilene, aren’t you, 
General ? 

General Wasupourne. Yes. 

Secretary Doveias. Mr. Chairman—— 

Mr. Kitpay. I think they have given us a commitment here, of 
course, 

Secretary Doveras. Well, I am a little bit worried about the com- 
mitment, Mr. Chairman, and I would rather postpone the committee’s 
passing on the need for that commitment until after we have a full 
understanding of the way the bill operates. Because it seems to me 
that it is quite possible that the committee would be entirely agreeable 
to some of the conventional reprograming that we can’t today see a 
need for with respect to an existing unfunded authorization on a base 
that is not in the 1955 program. 

Mr. Kripay. Mr. Chairman, now we have reached another point. 
The Air Force says that they may want to come in with some informal 
reprograming. 

Secretary Dova.as. No, sir. 

Mr. Kizpay. And the boss says they won’t get it. . 

Secretary Dovetas. Well, that is quite right, we might not. But I 
am not sure that it is wise or that Mr. Floete wanted to be understood 
as saying that during the next year he was sure that there would be no 
occasion for a conventional reprograming. 
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I did not say we wanted to. I said, as I listened to the conversa- 
tion, I was somewhat disturbed at the thought that there was any 
oceasion. for the commitment. 

I think that it would be well to proceed as the Chairman would like 
or as the committee would like, and give the example and discuss this 
problem of how the bill operates right now, or we can go ahead as the 
hearing presentation has been arranged, whatever the committee 
desires. 

Mr. Harpy. Mr. Chairman, that is a policy matter and I don’t have 
any particular concern as to whether it is done now or done at the 
beginning of the detailed discussion. But I do think that that is 
something that needs to be cleared up before we go into any considera- 
tion of these various line items. 

Mr. Winsreap. We are going to need to settle this. 

Secretary Dovcias. We had it in mind before we started taking 
wp line items, to give you one base and that as an example, with respect 
to how the bill operates. 

Mr. Harpy. That situation, Mr. Chairman, leads me to raise a 
question that I am not sure that I fully understand it. And in order 
that we can understand it let’s take the biggest item in this authoriza- 
tion that has not been funded for the Air Force, which is a little over 
a billion and a half dollars. 

Now I understand that the figures that were given in, I believe it 
was Admiral Jelley’s statement of unfunded authorization does not 
include any figures with respect to these bases which are in this bill 
and have reprogramed. 

Now if I understand the picture, you are going to have double 
authorization for those bases that you have reprogramed ? 

Secretary Doueas. No, sir; I assure you there will be no double 
authorization. 

Mr. Harpy. You still have the old act. 

Mr. Vinson. It is on the book. 

Admiral Jetzey. No, sir. In the examples I gave the $309 million 
that is reprogramed subtracts from the one billion five hundred-odd 
million. 

Mr. Harpy. Well now, that is the thing that I wanted to find out. 
I understood a moment ago—— 

Admiral Jettey. You recall, I said we started off with $1,540,000,- 
000, I believe it is, and against that we had $309 million for conti- 
nental authorizations being reprogramed, somewhat over $200 million 
of overseas authorization which the Air Force will come to this 
committee with soon, plus some odds and ends of other projects which 
will reduce the authorization from $1,540,000,000 to under a million 
dollars. 

Mr. Harpy. Well, I hadn’t understood that and I am glad to get 
that cleared up. If we can understand that the items that are re- 
programed in this bill are to be deducted—— 

Admiral Jetury. Exactly. 

Mr. Harpy. From these items of unfunded authorization which you 
previously mentioned. 

Admiral Jettey. Yes, sir; they will. 

Mr. Vinson. They will, in some instances, and in some they will 
not. 
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Mr. Harpy. In any event this—well, do I understand—and my 
simple arithmetic indicated to me you had with respect to the Air 
Force because it is the biggest—$1,540 million unfunded authoriza- 
tion and $482 million in this bill, making a total of almost $2 billion 
for Air Force alone. 

Is that inaccurate, then ? 

Admiral Jectey. That is right, yes. 

Secretary Doveas. Well, I think the Admiral intends to say that 
we do not require $2 billion of authorization. The authorization— 
the $400 million is new authorization. No authorization is at this 
time canceled. The total authorization will, as the Congressman sug- 
gests, become approximately $1.9 billion or $2 billion. 

Mr. Harpy. $1,982,000,000 ¢ 

Secretary Dovetas. That is right. 

Mr. Harpy. In unfunded authorization ¢ 

Secretary Dovetas. That is right. 

Mr. Harpy. For the Air Force alone? 

Secretary Doveras. That is right. 

Mr. Harpy. Mr. Chairman, this is an awful lot of money for one 
service. 

Secretary Dovetas. Well, Mr. Chairman—— 

Mr. Harpy. Or authority. 

Secretary Doveras. The Air Force last ye! and this year has 
labored under the difficulty of explaining and being understood with 


respect to a very large authorization that is today not of practical 
use to the Air Force. 
Mr. Kilday, That is the point I wanted to question. 


Secretary Doveras. I think that, as Secretary Floete suggested, 
results from the rapid changes in the programs and from the urgency 
with which this extraordinary expansion program was embarked on 
back in 1951. 

On hindsight, if we take up base by base, I do not find: it difficult 
to understand why man qutheoleaticnie that were not to be suitable 
are no longer useful to the Air Force. What we are trying to do this 
time is to avoid a larger amount of new authorizations for the program 
that has now become necessary and reprogram, to the extent that we 
can, existing authorizations. 

Mr. Harpy. Mr. Chairman, I fully subscribe to that, but the thing 
I would like to know, Mr. Secretary, is why, when you find the situa- 
tion that is not useful, is not appropriate, don’t you rescind it? 

Secretary Doveias. Well, the Air Force has no objection to re- 
scinding substantial appropriations. I might say this— 

Mr. Smarr. Authorizations? 

Chorus of “authorizations”.) 
e CuairmMan. Authorizations. 

Secretary Doveras. Authorizations. What did you say, sir? 

Mr. Smarr. Appropriations. 

Secretary Iamsorry,sir. It is substantial authorizations 
that can’t fit into the Air Force program. 

Mr. Harpy. That is my objection. 

Mr. Kizpay. Mr, Chairman—— 

Secretary Doveias. Now, I think we can discuss many sides of that, 
Mr. Chairman, later in the hearing, if it seems desirable. Last year 
we rescinded some $420 million of authorizations. Secretary Floete 
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has indicated to you that it is the judgment of his office that it would 
be appropriate to postpone rescission until the next Congress. 

I don’t aareceiaity see that these rescissions are a threat of any sort 
or need be a source of embarrassment. Sometimes I think the fact 
that the Air Force has not used both authorizations for funding and 
funds that we have not been able to obligate more rapidly may be 
some evidence and assurance of the fact that we are trying to proceed 
with prudence and care in the installations we actually build. 

We have had the very difficult problem of reducing a base program 
and then rapidly again expanding a base program. Of course, we 
will get into the detail of that when we make our presentation, sir. 

Mr. Kupay. Mr. Chairman, I have gotten him into this and may be 
able to help get him out. 

Are we to conclude from all that we have had now that this is a 
first step and we can anticipate a second step, and in this step you have 
gone back into the mass of unfounded authorizations and used up 
the authorization per base contained in this bill? That in the bill 
next year you propose to go back and see how many more of therm you 
may want to have reprogramed, and that that would in effect consti- 
tute your completion of your new look at it, and then you are going to 
come in for reprograming by statute on those items and ask that the 
remainder be rescinded ? 

Secretary Dovaias. That would be entirely agreeable to the Air 
Force and I think that is what the Secretary of the Air Force has in 
mind. 

Admiral Jetiey. Yes, sir. 

Of course, at this time, we can’t tell whether it will be necessary to 
reprogram any more authorization. But by your directive, we are 
wand to report next year on any unused authorization and we will 

o that. 

Mr. Brooks. Mr. Chairman, along that line—— 

Mr. Kitpay. Let me finish, please, Mr. Chairman. 

The Cuarrman. Yes. 

Mr. Kitpay. Then we can anticipate a new policy in the Department 
of Defense. Instead of stockpiling authorizations, you are going to 
ask for authorizations for which you are going to request appropria- 
tions in that year or in the immediate future ? 

Secretary Fiorre. It is certainly our long-range hope, that we can 
get to that position. 

Mr. Kizpay. That is all. 

Mr. Brooxs. Mr. Chairman, if I may ask a question here—may I? 

The Carman. Yes. 

Mr. Brooks. All right. I want to ask this at this point, too, isn’t 
there some way by which these items that are programed in this bill 
could not be covered with one blanket stipulation in the bill, rescinding 
hee one of them that are repeats, so that will be no doubt there won't 
be duplications? It seemed to me—I am sure your attorneys have 
given that thought, more thought than I have. There should be some 
way by which we could set that matter at rest. And there would be 
no repeats in these things. 

Admiral Jettey. We have checked it over very, very carefully, Mr. 
Brooks, both from the language or description point of view, and the 
dollar — of view, and I am sure we have no repeats. 

Mr. Brooks. No, but I don’t think you reach the point there. 
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What I mean is where you have a reprograming situation and you 
have a prior authorization and there is doubt as to whether or not the 
reprograming gives you an additional authorization, can’t we cover 
by some blanket provision in this bill that it is not an additional— 
it rescinds automatically the prior authorization? I think the Secre- 
tary was trying to approach that matter in that way. 

Secretary Doveras. I would like to reply to that. 

The bill is intended not to rescind and not to leave any duplicate 
authorization. It changes the line items which are authorized in the 
unfunded authorization at a particular base and leaves the dollar 
amount unchanged. 

Mr. Brooks. But now the question comes up—— 

Secretary Dova.as. In effect, it is an alternative, sir, to what I think 
was this, which I think was the first approach to the legislation that 
it was proposed to present. At first approach to our problem of a new 
rogram, we found in the ultimate that we had a need in the United 
States for this $700-odd million of authorization and funding. 

We could have come in and asked for a new $700-odd million of 
authorization. In that event, we would have naturally said in the 
same presentation—“we will sescind $300-odd million of authoriza- 
tion.” Instead of that, we are changing the form but not the dollars 
and there is no duplication, sir. 

Mr. Brooks. I understand it. But what is worrying the committee: 
as to whether or not that gives you additional authorization to that 
extent. 

Now, can’t we cover that in some blanket language in the bill, so 
that there won’t be any doubt about it? 

Secretary Dovcias. I am sure you can if there is any need for it. 
I think that counsel for the Defense Department and counsel for the 
committee should take a look at the question and it should be clearly 
understood that no duplicate authority is contemplated in any way. 

Mr. Ketiener. Mr. Chairman, may I say—— 

The Cuarrman. Mr. Kelleher. 

Mr. Ketiener. Mr. Secretary, I wonder if the matter would be 
clarified somewhat more if you tied in the items that appear in the 
backup book that the members will have before them and the one 
other book that shows the whole program from 1954 and prior years. 

In other words, as I visualize this, the backup book will be part of 
the law in a very real sense so far as the bases in this program are con- 
cerned. Take, for example, the material in this book here for Abilene, 
we will say, and the other book for Abilene, of which there are only a 
few copies, and the two of them constitute the law for Abilene for this 
year, and all prior years. 

You can’t look at just the law. You have to look at the backup 
books, too, to see what is in there. The airfield pavements may have 
become instead of a runway a washrack or something else; is that not 
correct ? 

Secretary Doveras. I don’t think in any instances they have be- 
come a washrack instead of a runway, except through announced 
reprograming and the submission of new backup material. 

r. Ketiener. That is exactly correct. And this will tell you or 
tell the committee what you do propose to do with respect to the 
reprograming. 
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Secretary Douaias. We are telling the committee every detail of 
the line items in the reprograming. 

It remains for the committee’s decision to see whether or not it is 
wise to follow the language you have just suggested and adopt the 
view that the backup material is part of the law. 

I would think that that was a mistake, but I only mention that be- 
cause you brought it up in that way. 

The Cuarrman. Mr. Nelson. 

Mr. Nexson. Mr. Secretary 

Secretary Doueias. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Netson. Isn’t it your opinion that the specific mention in this 
bill of prior authorizations, citing the amount and the law under which 
it was authorized, limits any such prior authorizations to the terms 
of this bill? 

Secretary Dove.as. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Netson. Doesn’t that answer the question, if that is true? 

Secretary Doveras. That is exactly what I tried to say, that we 
had modified the line items that the previous authorization dollars 
could be applied to. 

Mr. Kinaay. If I understand the gentleman’s question, you better 
not want to say that. 

Secretary Doucias. Excuse me, sir? 

Mr. Kixpay. If I understand the gentleman’s question, you are 
cutting off every other authorization in that bill. In other words, 
the expression 

Mr. Netson. Talking about every other authorization mentioned 
in this bill. 

Secretary Dovetas. Excuse me, no, sir, at that base. 

Mr. Netson. The base mentioned in this bill. 

Mr. Bares. Yes. 

Mr. Kinpay. I think the question is also there as to the expression 
of one does not exclude the other in general statutory construction. 

The Cuarrman. Mr. Rivers. 

Mr. Rivers. Mr. Chairman, why can’t we take a typical base and 
answer these questions as they arise to that particular 

Secretary oue.as. I think that is very desirable, Mr. Chairman. 

The CuarrmMan. Wait a minute. 

Mr. Rivers. Wait a minute. 

I have been sitting here pretty long, for me. So why can’t we 
take a typical base and answer these questions and propound the 
questions to the witnesses and get the answers which have been dis- 
turbing everybody. I am so confused I don’t know which direction 
I am heading. 

I think we can take one base and answer the question. 

The Cuatrman. Yes, we will do it. It will clear it up. General 
Devereux. 

Mr. Devereux. Admiral Jelley, in your peculiar position now, have 

ou observed any difference between the Civil Engineer Corps of the 
a and the Corps of Engineers of the Army in the delegation of 


authority out into the fields, so the job can be done more expeditiously 
and with less red tape, and therefore at less cost ‘ 

Admiral Jettry. I don’t think I have enough experience to answer 
that question first-hand. I hope, after the Congress adjourns to be 
able to get out in the field more and find that out. 
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We are expecting to make a study during the coming year of the 
contract administration by the various Services to see if there are 
red points of difficulty that should be resolved to improve the con- 
ditions. 

Mr. Devereux. I might observe on our recent trip of inspections 
of military bases throughout the world it was repeatedly brought 
to our attention that that did exist, that the Corps of Engineers have 
their centralization of authority here in Washington, that they are 
so wrapped up in red tape and lack of authorization or delegation of 
authority out in the field, so that those men who have the responsibility 
can’t do anything, whereas, the reverse was the case in the Civil 
Engineer Corps of the Navy. 

I think that should be gone into very thoroughly because it would 
possibly make a great deal of saving to all of us. 

Admiral Jetiey. That is one of the projects that we are looking 
forward to accomplishing. 

The Curamman. Mr. Bennett? 

Mr. Brennerr. I would like to follow up on what Mr. Brooks said. 
I don’t care what you say about a se location we may go into. 

I think a law ought to make good common sense when you pick 
it up and read it. I don’t think you ought to hire a whole bunch of 
“Boston lawyers” to figure out what it means. I have read the thing 
here and in clear English it gives authorization for so may dollars: 
for so many things you are going to do. If you mean to tell me that, 
for some reason you have come to the conclusion that this is going to 
rescind some other equal numbers of dollars in previous authoriza- 
tions, I think you ought to say it in the bill. 

Admiral Jeiiry. I think it is said in the bill. 

Mr. Bennett. Where is it said. What line, what page? 

Mr. Bares, Page 17. 

Mr. Title 3. 

Admiral Jetiey. Let’s go to the first one, Abilene. Abilene Air 
Force Base, Abilene, Tex. We list there the type of construction in 
the program that is being presented to your committee, the program 
that totals $700,000-odd. 

The Cuatrman. $17 million. 

Admiral Jetzey. A total of $17,435,000, of which amount $2,760,000 
is included in the authorizations in Public Laws 534 and 209 and 
$14,675,000 is herewith authorized. 

We say it is included in the previous laws. 

Mr. Bennett. That sounds very clear to me, but unfortunately, I 
was reading at the beginning of the bill on page 1 and page 2, when it 
talked about Aberdeen Proving Ground, Maryland, $2,071,000. 

Now, is that $2,071,000 of entirely new authorization ? 

Mr. Pixs. No. 

That is the Army, that has no reprograming. We are talking about 
only the Air Force, which is title 3. 

Admiral Jetixy. In the beginning, Mr. Floete explained that the 
Army and Navy were presented in conventional fashion, but for vari- 
ous reasons the Air Force was presented in this fashion. 

Mr. Vinson. Will you yield for one question ? 

Mr. Bennett. I will. 

Mr, Vinson. There is no trouble for me to understand the line item 
referiéd to. But take the one below it, Barksdale Airfield, where no 
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money is appropriated. Why isn’t that a duplication of previous ap- 
propriations, and why couldn’t you go before the Appropriations Com- 
mittee and ask for what is peda in Public Laws 564, 910, 155, 534 
and 209. 

And no point of order could be made against the item that the Ap- 
propriation Committee might appropriate, because this is a duplicate 
authorization. 

Admiral Jeter. If they did that, Mr. Vinson, they would be ask- 
ing for funds that your committee had authorized for purposes that 
your committee had not authorized, 

Mr. Vinson. No. 

Admiral Jettry. In other words, the original purpose differs from 
the purpose stated in this program. 

Mr. Vinson. Those five public laws deal with every one of these line 
items, every one of them. Airfield pavement, communications, navi- 
gational aid, lights, and so forth. Because that is your standard 
language you put in a base. , 

Admiral Jettey. But that paving, perhaps, was described as light 
paving instead of heavy. Perhaps it was described as a 200-foot run- 
way instead of a 300. 

Mr. Vinson. Does it say here? It looks like to me in those kinds of 
cases it is a duplication of authorization. 

Secretary Doucas. Sir, the language is not the same in all instances. 

The language varies very materially according to the line items that 
are actually desired at the base. 

Secretary Doueias. May I ask that we take a look at one base on a 
cet - I think it will help everyone to understand the operation of 
the bill. 

Mr. Vinson. Mr. Chairman, there is no difficulty understanding 
the bill where you are authorizing a larger amount than referred to 
in the previous acts. But where you are not doing it, it is to my way 
of > ing a duplication and there is no need to put it in the bill 
at all. 

Because you have the authority in previous acts to do exactly what 
you are asking to do in this bill. 

Secretary Dovcias. No, sir. 

Admiral Jettey. Not exactly. 

Secretary Dovctas. No, sir, that is not quite right. 

To take an extreme case—I don’t say that this exists, but we may 
ae asked only for a hospital, housing and utilities at a particular 

ace. 

. We now find we need wholly different line items. That authoriza- 
tion is useful only if the committee that made it approves a change 
in the line items. It is not necessary from our point of view to 
change the dollar authorization. But we do need a new line item 
authorization, Mr. Vinson. 

The Cuarrman. Mr. Johnson? 

Mr. Jounson. Admiral, I want to ask a question along the-line of 
the comment you just made. 

In the event that, say, Public Law 564 authorized a pavement job, 
whether it was widening or strengthening or changing it, it had some 
specific language in there as to what kind of job should be done, 
cloesn’t it ? 

Admiral Jettey. In the backup data. 
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Mr. Jonnson. In order to transfer that, to get under the $3,805,000 
authorized on page 23 of the bill, wouldn’t you have to have specific 
language to meet what you want to do with this money, even though 
you had the previous authorization? You would have to modify 
that one, wouldn’t you, by appropriate language in this bill? 

Secretary Dovatas. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Jounson. Is that correct? 

Admiral Jeter. That is what the bill is doing. But mainly the 
backup data is changing. 

Mr. Jounson. Where does it do it? 

I don’t see where it does it. 

Secretary Doucias. No, sir—— 

Mr. Jounson. Just a moment. 

It refers to all those laws, with a sum total of $3,905,000. And 
now you want to take that money under this authorization and vary 
the one that you are relying on. So you must have some kind of 
language in this bill to meet the identical thing that you want to do. 
Isn't that correct? 

Admiral Jetiey. I think we better explain Abilene. 

Secretary Dovaxas. I really think it would be helpful if we just 
took a chart of one base. 

The Cuarrman. All right, let us get on Abilene. 

Mr. Rivers. Well, we had a good time, anyway. 

The Cuareman. I think if members will keep quiet and reserve their 
conversation until the committee adjourns and pay a little attention 
here we will understand it better. 

Mr. Kettener. This will be a reproduction, Mr. Chairman, of 
page 0-13 in the book. 

Mr. Rivers. What page? 

Mr. Keiiener. 0-13, right near the beginning. 

The Cramman. Let’s pay close attention now, members, General 
Washbourne, I think you can clear up a lot of these items for us. 

General Wasneourne. This first chart, Mr. Chairman, is a repro- 
duction of page 13 in the book, which is the data sheet with respect to 
Abilene Air Force Base in Texas. The figures that you are interested 
in in connection with this immediate discussion is this row right here 
(indicating), which will show total authorization of 1954 and prior 
years that the Congress has granted to that base. 

The next figure is the current construction program of 1954 and 
prior years, which is this figure (indicating). The third column is 
the 1955 program, which is the figure you have in the book of the line 
items that we are considering. 

We have here the total requirement for the base, which is generally 
what we asked this year plus what we already have. And then in this 
fifth column is the authorization requested in this bill, 

Now, I would like to take this same row of five figures on the next 
chart to show what they mean and how they relate. 

Here they are. The same figures and the same columns. To start 
with, the total authorization in two previous public laws is $35.7 mil- 
lion. That is this bar right across here. 1e current construction 
program of Abilene at the present time, of 31 March, 1954, and prior 
years, is $32,939,100. That is this bar here. 

In other words, it is all of the total authorization except this small 
piece. 
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Now, the 1955 program which you are considering is $17,435,000, 
which is this amount to be added to what we already have. The total 
requirement is $50,374,000. That is what we have, plus what we need. 

Now, the proposition is moe 2 this, that instead of adding the total 
amount of $17,435,000 on to the previous total of $35.700,000, we turn 
in for credit the difference between this and this and ask you for the 
difference of $14,600,000 to be added to the authorizations at Abilene 
for certain specific categories of work. 

Now, on the next chart, I will show you how I got the $2,760,000 
which can be applied as a credit at Abilene. In previous public laws 
we have a thea! euthorisation of $35,700,000, in these two laws. The 
current construction program is this amount, this much in one law and 
this much in the other. 

So we say the unfinanced authorization or the unused is $2,760,900, 
made up of this increment here and this increment here. 

Now, here is how we got it. Under Public Law 534, I will show four 
items that produce this turn in. The first item is an armament elec- 
tronics shop. In the original authorizatign it was authorized for 
15,250 square feet for $214,000. We are not building it. So that is 
an unfinanced item and the morey can be reused. 

Now, what we are doing in this 1955 program is building two arma- 
ment electronics shops of a little different size, one for each wing. So 
we are applying the unconsumed authorization of this one against a 
like item in the 1955 program. 

Illustration No. 2: A wing headquarters, 35,000 square feet, was 
originally authorized for $536,000. We did not build that and instead 
are building a 25,300-foot building for $372,000. In doing that, we 
turn in about a one-third saving in scope and dellars on that particular 
item. 

Illustration No, 3 is a dental clinic. It was originally authorized as 
3,155 square feet for $57,000. We did not build it, but asked for a 
suitably sized larger one in this 55 program. 

So we turn in the $57,000 from that dental clinic and apply it on 
the new one. 

A fourth illustration are the barracks at Abilene. We originally 
authorized 1,500 spaces for $2,550,000. Building 1,400 spaces at 
$2,285,000. That would give you an application of the 100 spaces to 
be turned in, but we have not got all of the $232,000 because we have 
used that much of it to apply against prior overruns, not necessarily 
on barracks but perhaps it was. 

So that the net we realize on that barracks is only the $32.9 million. 
That gives, then, on those 4 illustrations a pickup of $467,900, against 
that particular public law at Abilene. Now, under the next public 
law, 209, we had a $12,228,000 program, which is now priced at about 
$9,000,000, or a reduction in cost estimates of $214 million. For 
instance, in the utilities item, a lump sum of $3,185,000 was provided 
against which we are actually building $988,000 worth, or a pickup 
of $2,207,000 against that item. 

In the various projects at Abilene—— 

The CrarrmMan. My. that is a big difference there in your estimate 
and what you are actually spending for utilities. Why such a wide 
discrepancy? That is $3,195,000 and you are spending only $988,000. 

General Wasnpourne. Yes, sir. 
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In the 1955 program, we are naming those utilities in accordance 
with the new layout of the base, the one that we have finally adopted, 
and it restores substantially—I think it is about $1.9 million of this 
amount, so that we use all of it except about $300,000 for utilities. 

Now, in the estimates at Abilene, we have picked up a net saving of 
£86,000 in the cost. Some estimates are over and some are under. 
The net pickup at Abilene to now is $86,000, which accounts for this 
figure. 

We had this figure and the previous figure to go and inform the 
comunittee that we can turn in about $2,671,000 of unused authorization 
at Abilene and apply it on the new work in 1955. Now, at Altus, the 
uext base in the book, the turn in is about $1 million. So we can get 
about $15 million worth of new work 

Mr. Vinson. Take one where you have no turn in and no increase 
in the facilities, where it is the same authorization as previously. 

The Cuairman. Perhaps some members would like to ask questions 
about this chart before we go to the next. 

Mr. Netson. Mr. Chairman. 

The Cuairman. Mr. Nelson. 

Mr. Nexson. General, are you talking about unfunded authoriza- 
tions or unexpended appropriations? I don’t get that yet. 

General WasHBournr. It is unfunded authorizations, to use that 
one term. 

But I want to make clear that it is not just an unfunded authoriza- 
tion. It may bea decrease in the contract cost of an item. So that we 
lave an authorization for that item that we don’t require. 

In other words, the estimate is lower, so we have a remnant there 
that can be applied against the dollar total of the base. 

Mr. Netson. On the estimate you made, did you get the full appro- 
priation when you went on to build ¢ 

General Wasnpourne. I don’t believe I understood the question, 
Mr. Nelson. 

Mr. Netson, You have an authorization bill and then you have an 
appropriation of funds in order to go on to this building. 

yeneral WAsHBOURNE. Yes, sir; two appropriations. 

Mr. Nevson. Then are you turning back money saved or turning 
back just an unfunded authorization ? 

General Wasusourne. No, sir; appropriations are not involved in 
this here. It is the adjustment of the total base authorization at the 
station. It avoids creating an unneeded increment of authorization 
at Abilene to cover this program. 

Mr. Nexson. Ii other words, then, money appropriated for utilities 
which de saved was used for some other purpose on the base; is that 
vorrect 

General Wasusournr. They were not specifically appropriated for 
utilities. It was a bulk appropriation for the station, Mr. Nelson, 
und we have to adjust the costs in accordance with the contract prices. 
(Jur estimates are the best we have. They are not always on the 
money. 

Mr Brooks. You are doing a little more than that, are you not, 
(seneral ? 

You are actually changing your plans, where you feel like you 
-hould come back and explain the changes to the committee. 

General Wasnpourne. No, sir; not to that extent, Mr. Brooks. 
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Mr. Brooks. Now, for instance, as the chairman indicated, where 
you pick up that much money from utilities, you are going to use that 
authorization for other purposes, are you not ? 

General WasupourNe. No, sir. As I mentioned, the utilities that 
were actually building in the program out there consume $1.9 billion 
in this program here. 

So that actually, there is—substantially all the utility money that 
was furnished here under this increment is in fact consumed. 

Mr. Brooks. Still will be used for utilities / 

General WAsHpourNeE. Yes; almost entirely. 

Mr. Brooxs. What about the two shops there? 

Originally, you came and said you were going to build one. Now, 
you have changed your plans to build two. 

General WaAsHpourne. Yes, sir; that is correct. 

The Cuarrman. But you always try to keep within the same cate- 
gory, do you not? You don’t use pavement funds to build hospitals ¢ 

General Wasusourne. Well, generally speaking that is true. But 
we do feel that in using this method, if we have unused pavement 
authorization at a station and you authorize a hospital in this program 
specifically in this group of items—— 

The Cuatrman. You are free to change. 

General Wasusournr. We would take the unused authorization 
from that runway project and apply it against the hospital. 

Mr. Brooxs. But you would come back and explain that difference 
to the committee, wouldn’t you; wouldn't you do that? Isn't that 
really what you are trying to do? 

Secretary Doverias. Might I interrupt to say that what we are 
trying to do is to submit to the committee all the line items in the 
present program and we are saying that this $2,293,000 which is 
authorized but unfunded from the previous two authorization laws 
will be used on this base as the backup material shows that we are 
now presenting to you. 

What, we are doing is trying to give you our whole program. 

Mr. Vinson. Yes; but, Mr. Chairman, he doesn’t do that because 
the language of this bill would indicate the total amount of this base 
was only $17 million, when, as a matter of fact, there are $50-some-odd 
million. Because he says the total is $17,435,000, and then he says he 
saved $2 million on that and therefore, he is only asking for author- 
ization of $14 million. You don’t give a true picture, because this 
base originally was to cost $36 million and now it is going to $52 
million. 

Because you are asking for an increase of some $14 million net. So 
that is what the cost of the base is. 

Now, I don’t know—it doesn’t make any difference to me about that. 
But I just wanted to keep the record straight, to show that this base 
is now costing $50 million. 

General WasHnourne. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Vinson. When it was originally intended it was to be $36 
million. 

General Wasnsourne. That was the intention, sir, when we put 
this complete rundown of the relation of total prior authorizations 
and total prior programs to this. 

Mr. Vinson. Yes. 


4092 


But to read this section here, a Member of the House says: “Now, 
this base costs a total of $17,435,000.” That doesn’t give the true 
picture and the Secretary says he is trying to give the true picture. 

Secretary Doveras. No, sir. Excuse me. 

General Wasnnourne. No, sir. 

Secretary Dove.as. I think that is pretty clearly only the authori- 
zation, Mr. Vinson, that we are dealing with now. 

Mr. Bares. This particular bill. 

General Wasunourne. We are also giving the committee the com- 
plete story on every base. 

Mr. Vinson. I know that. 

General Wasnnourne. As to the total authorization and the appro- 
priation. But all we are asking for—— 

Mr. Vinson. In reading this, anyone would say that this base would 
cost. a total of $17,435,000, because you used the word total. 

Mr. Bares. For these particular items. 

Secretary Dovetas. Sir, if it would please the committee, there is 
no reason I can think of why we shouldn’t say that, “In addition to 
authorizations heretofore funded.” 

The Cuatrman. Heretofore. 

Mr. Vinson. That is right. 

Secretary Doveras. “The Secretary is authorized as follows.” 

Mr. Vinson. That is right. 

Secretary Doveras. I think that is implicit in the language, but 
if there is any question about it why we ought to cure it. 

The Cuatrman. Mr. Hardy. 

Mr. Harpy. Mr. Chairman, just one other little aspect. of this thing, 


Actually, what you are doing: You are picking wp something over 


$2 million in authorization which was unused. 
savings in authorizations. 

General Wasnpourne. It is unused as of March 31; yes, sir. 

Mr. Harpy. It is unused authorization. Well, now, suppose that 
the items that you had acquired under that authorization had exceeded 
the amount of the authorization by $2 million. You would have had 
authority to spend that much more, wouldn’t you? 

General Wasnsourne. If it is within a 10-percent overrun. 

Mr. Harpy. All right. So that you might have exceeded that $2 
million without having to secure any prior authorization ¢ 

General Yes, sir. 

Mr. Harpy. It isa wonder to me the Air Force might not take items 
like this, the $2 million unused here, and try to offset that which we 
have had excess appropriations for. 

Actually, we are kidding ourselves. You come in here—here is 
$2 million that you say we are going to pick up on this one, whereas 
at the base rate next door to it it might have cost you $2 million or over. 
But still you get credit for this because it has been authorized. 

General Wasnpourne. Let’s take a specific example, Mr. Hardy, 
into Portsmouth Air Force Base, where there is no pickup on the pro- 
gram. Asa matter of fact, we have gone almost up to the 10-percent 
overrun that is allowed in the legislation. So that our current. pro- 
gram at Portsmouth is more than the total authorization shown here 
m the public law. 


t is not actually 


a 

f 


4093 


Mr. Harpy. Well, now, my point is simply this. It is a wonder 
you wouldn't take this $2 million here and sort of offset that. 

General Wasueourne. Mr. Hardy, it is our understanding that 
these base authorizations are firmly identified with the location and 
that we are not legally entitled to do that. 

Mr. Harpy. I think that is right, General. But the only thing I am 
pointing out is simply this: If you got a little bit that you didn’t use, 
you take credit for that and apply it on something else, but if you 
overrun a little bit, why you don't ever give any back. 

Mr. Vinson. Mr. Chairman 

Mr. Rivers. Mr. Chairman. 

The Crramman. Mr. Rivers. 

Mr. Rivers. I will yield to Mr. Vinson. 

Mr. Vinson. Mr. Chairman, I suggest—now he takes this next item 
in the bill where there is no additional money asked for and explain 
why isn't that a duplication when you put it in this bill from previous 
laws. 

General WasuBourNe. May I have the book? 

The CuarrMan. Barksdale Air Force Base. 

Mr. Vinson. That will be an illustration, now. Why isn’t that a 
duplication ¢ 

The CuatrMan. Page 17, General, line 19. 

Mr. Wickersuam. It is 22 in the book. 

Mr. Vinson. While he is looking that up, Mr. Chairman, I want to 
make this observation. I am worried and disturbed that this authori- 
zation is exceeding 

General Wasusourne. Mr. Chairman, with respect to Barksdale 
Air Force Base, total authorization of 1954 and prior years is $31,- 
288,000, The current construction program at Barksdale is $26,949,- 
000. In other words, there is almost $5 million of authorization out- 
standing at Barksdale Air Force Base that we are not currently 
proceeding on. 

The present program here is $3,905,000. That is, of course, less than 
the unused authorization outstanding in Barksdale. So that we can 
include all of the 55 line items inthe unused authorization presently 
outstanding at Barksdale. 

Now Mr. Vinson raises the question of whether or not some of these 
specific items listed here for Barksdale have not been previously au- 
thevined: And he is quite correct, many of them have been named in 
previous authorizations. But we wanted you to make sure that we 
were authorized to build these specific categories in this book, using a 
credit of prior authorization at Barksdale. 

Mr. Ketiener. Then, you can’t divorce the backup book from the 
law 

General WasnBourne. No, sir. 

Mr. Ketiener. They can’t be; can they ? 

General Wasnpourne. No, sir. 

Mr. Keuieuer. You have to look at both in order to get the picture ¢ 

General Wasnpourne. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Brooks. That is to keep faith with the committee, isn’t it ? 

Mr. Yes, sir. 


i. 
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Mr. Brooks. To keep faith with the committee you told us one 
thing, and now you tell us the reprogram. I think that is very 
commendable. 

The Cuarrman. That is right. 

Mr. Rivers. 

Mr. Rivers. It looks to me like here is one time when a department 
has come in here and tried to give us a picture and show us what 
they had on their books, now and before, and trying to give us a true 
picture and we are complaining about it. 

Mr. Puiain. That is right. 

Mr. Rivers. That is what is happening. 

Mr. Puitern. They are here trying to reduce their budget by using 
what they have left over and their present request and we are com- 
plaining about it. 

Mr. Rivers. Yes. Take right here on that base we had a little 
while ago. They said, “We need $17 million. All we ask is $14 mil- 
lion because we got in the bank $2,700,000.” 

Mr. Puitery, That is right. 

Mr. Rivers. I think it is a good thing, myself. I may be wrong, I 
don’t know, but if I am, it is one of the few times I will confess it. 

Secretary Doveias. Mr. Chairman, I would like to say this for the 
Air Force. Our first approach to the problem was the conventional 
method that I suggested before of asking for authorizations for all 
the new program and if we had some authorizations that didn’t fit 
on the same base we Oya cen, to cancel those. 

The concept of this type of a bill originated not with the Air 
Force, but in the Office of the Secretary of Defense. And I think 
actually it originated in the office of the comptroller rather than in 
the office of Secretary Floete. 

We were a little skeptical about it when we first took a look at it. 
Because it isn’t easy to understand and foresee all the ramifications 
that there may be in it. But we became satisfied that it would not 
only give the committee a much better picture of the whole program 
than has ever been given a congressional committee before, but that 
would also put in one place for our own information a better record 
than we have in one set of documents. 

And it is a pleasure for me to say that I think the Office of the 
Secretary of Defense made a real contribution to a presentation that. 
although it is complicated, gave you a better understanding of all 
the figures after you have become oriented to them than I think can 
be given in any other way. 

Mr. Smart. That is just what we have been asking for. 

The CHarrman. Mr. Kilday. 

Mr. Kixpay. There is one technical or legal question that comes 
to mind. There may not be anything to it, but I think it deserves the 
attention of the counsel of the Defense Department and the other de- 
partments. When you refer in this bill to certain things contained 
in public law number so-and-so and authorize it and we adopt that 
bill, whether you have not by implication repealed all provisions in 
public law number so-and-so which are not extended by this bill, be- 
cause of the expression of one excluding the other. 

That was the import of the question that Mr. Nelson asked as I got 
it. 
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He says that he limited it to the particular base mentioned, but I 
think you have a legal question that your counsel ought to give some 
consideration to, whether in mentioning these particular things you 
don’t repeal everything that you don’t mention. 

Secretary Doveias. Mr. Chairman, I agree and I think that coun- 
sel for the committee ought to join in the study of the effect. 

Mr. Kinpay. That is right. 

Secretary Dovetas. And we will all be delighted to participate in it. 

Mr, Prxr. May I explain one thing more that might clarify this a 
bit? As Mr. Vinson pointed out, these categories are standard cate- 
gories that have been mentioned in prior laws. Taking a specific 
base, Barksdale: There are about 7 specific categories listed here. 
Any particular law that is mentioned may include, say 5 of those: 
categories. It may include a category that is not listed here. What 
we have done: We have taken only the categories that are applicable 
to this reprogram. 

Some of them are new. Some of them were not included in the 
prior authorization with respect to Barksdale. Some of those that 
were in the prior authorizations have been eliminated. A lot of them 
are in duplication. 

The net result, though, is that the line items, that is, the airfield pave- 
ments, communications and navigational aids, and all the rest of them, 
you will find paralleling this current program. This one law will 
set out the whole of the current program and you will not have to 
look in 5 or 6 different laws to find out whether they are airfield pave- 
ments at this particular base or whether they are hospitals. 

Now as to the construction that has already been undertaken, we 


are not going back. We are not ne to change the law with 
1 


respect to a base where construction has already been made. We 
are not changing the authorization for that. And we are treating for 
that purpose as if it had been done when the moneys have been allo- 
cated todo it. We treated that as in the past. 

What we are doing: We are saying that of the moneys that are 
left at Barksdale, of the authorization that is left, we are taking 
money appropriation with respect to that authorization of $3,905,000 
and we say that money authorization for that amount now means 
airfield pavements and the rest of the language appearing in this 
bill and does not mean what it said in the various laws. 

Mr. Brooks. You are amending the line items. That is what you 
are doing. 

Mr. Pree. We are amending the line item to the extent that $3,905,- 
000 is involved. We are not trying to go back and change anything 
that has already been done or funded. 

Mr. Netson. Mr. Chairman. 

The Cuarrman. Yes, Mr. Nelson. 

Mr. Newson. May I ask the gentleman a question with regard to 
Barksdale, following the questions which the gentleman from Texas 
just asked you. The question at Barksdale: As I understand it, you 

ave funded authorizations of about four million seven hundred 
thousand ? 

Mr. Pre. That is right. 

Mr. Netson. Approximately. In this particular bill you are asking 
for $3,905,000 ? 
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Mr. Prix. That is right. 

Mr. Netson. With reference to prior authorizations. Now, is it 
your opinion that the item on Barksdale reduces prior authorizations 
to $3,900,009, or does it still stay $4,700,000? 

Mr. Pike. No; the difference between the $4 million and the $3,900,- 
000 can be used in the 10-percent variation between bases. 

Mr. Newson. So that the prior authorization stands in amount. 

The Cuarrman. Yes, you still have that one million-something left. 

Mr. Vinson. Mr. Chairman, it does reduce it. 

Mr. Pixe. It reduces it by the $3,900,000 for the wording that is 
in the prior authorization. 

Mr. Brooks. But it doesn’t repeal the excess difference. 

Mr. Bares. You retain the difference. 

Mr. Prxe. Retains the difference. 

Mr. Brooks. It merely amends the line items in the previous bill. 

Mr. Keviener. That is right. 

Mr. Kitpay. That is what I intend, but the question I raised is 
whether under proper statutory construction you have not repealed 
everything that you don’t extend. If you mention here a certain 
amount of an authorization you have and say nothing about. the bal- 
ance, I am afraid you are going to have some more language to keep 
alive the portion of the authorization you don’t mention here. 

Mr. Pre. We are saying which is included in the authorization, 
which I think implies that there is more than that amount. 

Mr. Kitpay. Even so, I think the language you spoke of awhile ago, 
“in addition to authorizations heretofore’ might do it. I am not 
voing to belabor it any further, but I just wanted to bring it to atten- 
tion. 

Secretary Dovenas. Mr. Chairman, I would like to make this 
thought. I indicated I thought it might have the effect the Congress- 
man suggests. Iam not certain as totheanswer. 

So far as the Air Force is concerned, the only reason it would like 
to preserve any part of an additional authorization such as we are 
speaking of that might fortuitously exist with respect to a particular 
base is that it might be useful on the 10-percent variation. 

Mr. Prxe. Yes. 

Secretary Dovaias. Otherwise, the Air Force has no interest in any 
wien of an additional amount that happens to apply to a particu- 
ar 

Mr. Wickersuam. Mr. Chairman, I would like to compliment these 
gentlemen. I think they are going at it in a manner in which we 
wanted it done in the past. 

I think if it is understood there is no complaint on the part of the 
committee, it will help. 

The CHarrman. Yes, they have been very frank and forthright. 
We have plenty of problems here, we can see that. 

We appreciate. Mr. Secretary, you and the presence of others here 
this morning. We still have much to learn, but I think as we discuss 
these item by item, that many points will be cleared up. 

We will stand in recess until 10 o’clock tomorrow morning. 

(Whereupon, at 12 noon, Wednesday, April 7, 1954, the committee 
was adjourned. ) 
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Hovse or 
Com™MITTEE ON ARMED SERVICES, 
Washington, D. C., Thursday, April 8, 1954. 

(The committee met at 10 a. m., Hon. Dewey Short, chairman of the 
committee, presiding. ) 

The Cuarrman. The committee will please be in order. 

(Whereupon, the committee proceeded to other business.) 

The Cuarrman. Before we take up item by item, the Air Force sec- 
tion of the bill before us, I think perhaps Secretary Douglas would 
like to make a few general observations. 

I don’t know whether you propose to read Mr. Talbott’s state- 
ment 

Secretary Dovetas. No, sir, I didn’t think I would. 

The Cuarrman. Mr. Talbott, the Secretary, has a prepared state- 
ment, but he was unable to be with us this morning. Without objec- 
tion, we will file his statement in the record. 

(The prepared statement of the Secretary of the Air Force is as fol- 
lows:) 

I am glad to have the opportunity of presenting to you the 1955 Air 
Force program for the construction of base installations and to request 
authorization of the program by this committee. 

The Air Force has necessarily been engaged in a worldwide build- 
ing program. We must provide base facilities for our planes both 
within the United States and at strategic locations overseas in order 
to fulfill our assigned mission. 

The buildup of the Air Force to 137 wings involves the provision 
of new bases, reactivation of old World War II bases and expansion 
of facilities at presently functioning bases. These changes and addi- 
tions are required for the Strategic Air Command, the Air Defense 
Command, the Tactical Air Command and for expanded Air 
Transport. 

Also, the transition to a jet powered air force has made World War 
II bases inadequate for the operation and maintenance of the most 
modern aircraft. 

Modern bombers, fighters and transports are larger, heavier and 
faster than their predecessors. Being larger, the modern airplane 
needs more paved area for parking purposes, and larger hangars to 
house it. Being faster, it requires longer runways for landings and 
takeoffs. 

Being heavier, the weight on the wheels increases, involving the 
strem ing of existing pavements to support the added load. 

The modern aircraft today is packed with communications and 
electronics equipment which requires new facilities for maintenance 
and servicing. This one factor points to the necessity of building 
special shops and testing facilities which were not required in the 
past. 

The immediate goal of the Air Force is to provide, by the end of 
FY-1957, the minimum facilities required for sustained operation of 
137 wing force as presently planned and programmed. After this 
has been accomplished our annual construction programs should con- 
sist of those facilities needed to permit maintenance of a modern plant 
and necessary adaptation to technologies! advances in aircraft, weap- 
ons, and equipment. 
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We generally speak of the present Air Force base construction 
rogram as having started with the fiscal year 1951. $5.3 billion have 
een appropriated up to the present time, and we now estimate that 

our program can be completed and installations secured, which are 

required for the operations of a 137 wing Air Force, with a total of 
$7.6 billion. 

The Air Force program for fiscal year 1955 presented today totals 
$742,200,000. All of this amount, however, does not represent a re- 
quest for new authorization. The procedure as outlined in the bill 
before you contemplates the use of unfunded prior years’ authoriza- 
tions, where such authorizations exist, to cover part of the new require- 
ments for FY-1955. New authorization is being requested only for 
that portion of the total requirements which cannot be covered by the 
prior years’ authorization  totmaaay Specifically, we are requesting 
$432,502,000 in new authorization and authority to reprogram 
$309,698,000 of prior authorizations for these new requirements. This 
pencehere will be fully explained when the program is taken up base 

y base. 

The program just referred to is essentially concerned with projects 
in the United States. In the immediate future, there will be pre- 
sented a program covering overseas installations authorized under 
Section 302 of Public Law 534, which must be cleared in accordance 
with the provisions of section 407. This program of overseas con- 
struction has been presented to the Office of the Secretary of Defense 
in the amount of $261 million. Thus, the Air Force will seek the 
appropriation of new obligating authority for 1955 in the amount of 
approximately a billion dollars. | 

Through the joint efforts of the Corps of Engineers, our other con- 
struction agencies, and the Air Force Installations personnel, we have 
made progress in recent months in getting a firm base program for 
137 wings and in establishing standards. In connection with our 
fiscal year 1955, items, we initiated last January advance planning 
of the projects contained in the request before you. This advance 
planning will have progressed to the point where we will be able to 
award construction contracts much more promptly upon approval of 
the projects by Congress than in the past. 

Also, there is now agreement between the Air Force, the Secretary 
of Defense, and the Bureau of the Budget on construction standards 
for various types of facilities such as airfield pavements and personnel 
facilities, which gives a new assurance to effective and expeditious 
planning. 

In my opinion, the program before you is a sound one. It repre- 
sents minimum requirements. I am sure no Air Force construction 
program has ever received as searching a review for justification of 
every need by offices within the Air Force, by my office, by the Assist- 
ant Sienetary of Defense for Installations, the Assistant Secretary of 
Defense, Comptroller, and the Bureau of the Budget. 

I assure you that the Air Force has an urgent need for all of the 
projects for which new authorization and authority to reprogram 
prior authorizations are requested. 

It is our desire to explain the need for each of the items in the 
program, and we are prepared to give you as detailed information as 
you desire. 
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In presenting this program I must express my deep concern particu- 
larly with respect to a small but essential part of the program. I 
refer to troop housing and messing, family housing, and what we call 
—— facilities, such as chapels, theaters, gymnasiums, and service 
clubs. 

In the period of rapid Air Force expansion it is only natural that 
the reviewing agencies, including congressional committees, have elim- 
inated personnel facilities on the ground that the aircraft could 
operate without them. The result is that throughout the Air Force 
there is a great deficiency of educational and recreational facilities. 

A recent costing study indicates that personnel facilities should 
account for about 4 percent of the cost of a typical operating base. 
In the fiseal years 1951 through 1954, there was authorized only $56 
million fer personnel facilities, funds were appropriated for only $32 
million and there was apportioned of this amount, available for con- 
struction, only $28 million. 

Thus, in the program already funded, less than 1 percent of obli- 
gating authority applies to personnel facilities. The 1955 program 
as now presented to you includes approximately $26 million for per- 
sonnel facilities. This amounts to only 3.6 percent of the program. 
Past experience indicates that these are the items likely to suffer in 
review. I hope this will not be the case this year. 

Housing and recreational facilities have a direct bearing on morale 
and reenlistment, and I am sure we could literally save millions of 
dollars in training new airmen and in GI benefits available to those 
leaving the service if we push ahead in providing more adequate per- 
sonnel facilities. 

The Cuarrman. Now, then, Secretary Douglas, if you have any gen- 
eral observations to make at this time, proceed and then we will let 
General Washbourne proceed. 

Secretary Dovetas. Right, Mr. Chairman. 

I think before getting right into the detail of the problem, there 
ure a few comments I would like to make. 

I think it is very important to call the committee’s attention again 
to the fact that the Air Force Program is one of rapid expansion. 

This June we expect to have 115 wings, in June of 1955, 120, in June 
of 1956, 127, and in June of 1957, 137. 

Our base programing obviously has to meet these requirements. 

I think it is fair to say that although the Air Force has many diffi- 
cult problems, perhaps the critical part of the Air Force program is 

»roviding base installations for the rapidly expanding force that I 
ave just referred to. 

Our problem is not only one of meeting the needs of a larger air 
force, it is one of providing runways, parking areas, maintenance facil- 
ities and other technical facilities that are required by the transition 
to a jet air force from the air force that we had at the end of World 
War II, which consisted of the conventional piston-powered aircraft. 

Now I would like to refer to two particular matters beyond that, 
briefly. Yesterday, the Chairman and Congressman Shafer in par- 
ticular, expressed concern in the selection and programing of new 
facilities to be sure that the Air Force was making use of facilities 
that were available either among inactive Air Force installations or 
among installations of the other Services. 


4100 


I am sure there will be occasion to discuss the costs of activating 
certain facilities that are in the program, and there will be occasion to 
discuss possible alternatives. 

But I would like to say to the committee at this time in the way of 
giving a general assurance that the Air Force is just as interested as 
the committee in this matter, that the Air Force itself follows a very 
careful procedure in programing the new installations required by 
this expansion. 

I might just say quickly that the requirements division comes up 
with a scheduling of new Air Force units that must be housed on par- 
ticular dates. The Director of Operations, with the assistant Chief 
of Staff for Installations, who is General Washbourne, jointly direct 
a selection 

And in the Air Force I would think we had something like 600 
or more bases cataloged, perhaps some 160 representing active Air 
Force installations at the present time, and there maybe, maybe, 30 or 
40 Air Force installations with substantial runway of a World War II 
character, and then we have the information on Navy installations 
and on Army installations. 

We haven’t the same type of information because we have full 
inventories on our own installations. 

And in addition to the installations of the other services we have 
survey and facility information respeeting municipal airports and 
private airports. 

The CuHamman. Mr. Secretary, that is very comforting and reas- 
suring to members of this committee. I am glad to know that the 
different departments of our defense establishment are working to- 
gether in close cooperation, with the free exchange of information 
on all these bases and installations. I do hope that not only the Air 
Force but the Army and the Navy will put forth every effort to see 
that existing facilities, in which the taxpayers have hundreds of mil- 
lions of dollars invested, are used to the maximum capacity and if at 
all possible they can be reactivated or—we know they have to be 
changed, of course, from conditions of World War II. The next 
war would be as different as World War II was from World War I. 
You will have to lengthen the runways and strengthen them because 
of the faster, heavier planes. 

But we do want to impress upon the different branches of the 
services the necessity of keeping our country economically sound in 
order that we might build up and maintain our military might. They 
go hand in hand. 

I think you should put forth every effort in the world to save the 
taxpayers every dollar that you can. 

Mr. Vinson. Mr. Chairman, in that connection, could not the Sec- 
retary furnish the committee at some time during the hearing the 
number of bases by States that have been deactivated, so that we will 
know what places in every State? And then when we come to see 
whether we shall establish a new one, we can look into one that has 
been deactivated. And we will have the same thing apply to the 
Navv and the Army. 

Then it would give us a picture of what bases they are not utilizi 
which has not been declared surplus and disposed of by the Genera 
Services Administration. I think it would help us. : 

Secretary Doveias. Yes, sir, we can do that, and we shall do that. - 


4101 


The Cuatrman. That is fine, because a subcommittee head by Mr. 
Kilday—I happened to be a member of it at the time. We visited 
Seymour-Johnson, for instance, Laurinburg-Maxton and Raleigh- 
Durham—huge fields down in the State of North Carolina. 

Secretary Doveas. That is right. 

The Cuairman. And Myrtle Beach not far away from those fields, 
And it almost makes your heart bleed to visit these bases and see miles 
end miles of concrete and fine installations remaining idle, and then 
changing from one spot to another. 

Mr. Kitpay. In addition, Mr. Chairman, see how rapidly they go to 
pieces when they are not used. 

The Cuarrman. That is it. 

Secretary Dovetas. That is right. 

The Cuamman. They deteriorate fast. 

Mr. Vinson. It will permit us to answer criticisms on the floor of 
the House along that line. 

The Cuaiman. Yes, and you ean’t imagine the letters we received 
from people in these different communities in practically every State 
of the Union, or most of the States—I won’t say practically every one, 
but most of the States. We are flooded with this criticism and then 
we have to deal with our colleagues, too, who are not on this committee, 
who have these installations in their district and raise the devil with 
us 


Mr. Rivers. Then, too, Mr. Chairman, after all, both Florida and 
California are getting saturated. 
(The information is as follows :) 


List “A”—Revisep 19 Aprit 1954 


Bases THAT HAVE BEEN DEACTIVATED AND DECLARED SurpLus TO GSA or WILL 
Be DECLARED SURPLUS 


ALABAMA 


Autaugaville Auxiliary Field No. 3, Autaugaville. 
Bates Army Airfield, Mobile.’ 

Bay Auxiliary Field No. 3, Courtland.’ 
Birmingham Army Air Field, Birmingham.’ 
Courtland Army Airfield, Courtland.’ 

Danville Auxiliary Field No. 1, Danville.’ 
Deatsville Auxiliary Field No. 7, Deatsville. 
Dothan Municipal Airport, Dothan.’ 

Elmore Auxiliary Field No. 2, Montgomery.’ 
Furniss Auxiliary Field No. 2, Selma. 

Griel Auxiliary Field No. 1, Tallassee.’ 
Headland Auxiliary Field No. 3, Headland.’ 
Leighton Auxiliary Field, No. 4, Leighton. 
McLemore Auxiliary Field No. 1, Montgomery. 
Molette Auxiliary Field No. 4, Orrville. 
Montgomery Municipal Airport No..2, Montgomery. 
Meigs Auxiliary Field No. 4, Montgomery. 
Muscle Shoals Municipal Airport, Muscle Shoals. 
Napier Field, Dothan.’ 

Ozark Antiaircraft Field, Ozark. 

Passmore Auxiliary Field No. 2, Prattville. 
Rivenback Auxiliary Field No. 5, Columbia. 

St. Elmo Auxiliary Field, St. Elmo.’ 

Shorter Auxiliary Field No. 2, Shorter. 

Taylor Auxiliary Field No. 5, Montgomery. 


1 Subject to recapture. 
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Trinity Auxiliary Field No. 2, Trinity. 
Troy Municipal Airport, Troy. 

Tuskegee Army Airfield, Tuskegee. 
Wicksburg Auxiliary Field No. 1, Wicksburg. 


ARKANSAS 


Adams Field, Little Rock.’ 

Amagon Auxiliary Field No. 4, Amagon. 
Biggers Auxiliary Field No. 2, Biggers. 

Bono Auxiliary Field No. 4, Bono. 

Carlisle Auxiliary Field, Carlisle.’ 

Goldman Auxiliary Field, Stuttgart. 

Hazen Auxiliary Field, Hazen." 

Kimbrough Auxiliary Field No. 5, Kimbrough. 
Manila Auxiliary Field No. 2, Manila.’ 
Milltown Auxiliary Field No, 2, Milltown. 
Pocahontas Auxiliary Field No. 1, Pocahontas, 
Prairieville Auxiliary Field, Almyra 

Roe Auxiliary Field, Roe* 

Stuttgart Antiaireraft Field, Stuttgart * 
Walnut Ridge Antiaircraft Field, Walnut Ridge’ 
Weldon Auxiliary Field, Newport 

Yellow Bayou Auxiliary Field, No. 1, Lake Village 


ARIZONA 


Ajo Antiaircraft Field, Ajo* 
Avra Auixiliary Field No. 4, Marana 

Colfred Ground Gunnery Range (Airfield), Colfred 
Coolidge Auxiliary Field No. 3, Marana? 

Cyclopie Auxiliary Field No. 1, Cyclopie 

Douglas Antiaircraft Field, Douglas * 

Forrest Auxiliary Field No. 2, Forrest 

Hackberry Auxiliary Field No. 3, Hackberry * 
Hereford Auxiliary Field No. 5, Hereford 

Kingman Antiaircraft Field, Kingman 

Lake Havasu Auxiliary Field No. 6, Powell 

Luke Air Field Auxiliary No. 8, Phoenix 

Marana Antiaircraft Field, Marana 

McNeal Auxiliary Field No. 1, McNeal 

Picacho Auxiliary Field No. 1, Marana * 

Rillito Auxiliary Field No. 2, Marana? 

Sahuare Auxiliary Field No. 5, Marana* 

Signal Auxiliary Field No. 7, Signal 

Stoval Ground Gunnery Range (Airfield) Stoval 
Thunderbird Airport No. 1, Glendale 

Topock Auxiliary Field No. 5, Topock 

Tucson Municipal Airport, Tucson 

Webb Auxiliary Field No. 3, Webb : 
Wellton Ground Gunnery Range (Airfield) Wellton 
Winslow Municipal Airport, Winslow * 

Yucca Antiaircraft Field, Yucca * 
Yuma Auxiliary Field No. 1, Yuma 
Yuma Autiliary Field No. 2, Yuma 
Yuma Auxiliary Field No. 3, Yuma 
Yuma Auxiliary Field No. 4, Yuma 


CALIFORNIA 


Allen Auxiliary Field No. 3, Taft 
Athlone Auxiliary Field No. 4, Athlone 
Bakersfield Municipal Airport, Bakersfield * 
Ballico Auxiliary Field No. 2, Merced? 
Bishop Army Airfield, Bishop 

Blythe Army Airfield, Blythe * 
Campbell Auxiliary Field No. 4, Chico 


1 Subject to recapture. 
2 Contract flying schools. 


Cal-Aero Airport, Ontario’ 

Chico Army Airfield, Chico’ 

Coalings Auxiliary Field, Coalings 

Concord Army Airfield, Concord * 

Conners Auxiliary Field No. 4, Conners 
Coreoran Field, Corcoran 

County Auxiliary Field, No. 2, Taft 

Cuyama Auxiliary Field No. 7, Maricopa 
Daggett Municipal Airport, Daggett 

Delano Army Air Base, Delano * 

Desert Center Army Airfield, Desert Center 
Dunlap Auxiliary Field No. A-+4, Richgrove 
Estrella Army Airfield, Paso Robles * 
Famosa Auxiliary Field No. A-3, Bakersfield 
Franklin Auxiliary Field No. A—6, Franklin‘ 
Gardner Field, Taft 

Grey Butte Auxiliary Field No. 4, Victorville 
Half Moon Bay Flight Strip, Moss Beach * 
Hammer Field, Fresno * 

Hawes Auxiliary Field, Victorville 
Hawthorne Municipal Airport, Hawthorne 
Hayward Army Airfield, Hayway * 
Helendale Auxiliary Field No. 2, Victorville 
Helm Auxiliary Field No. A—7, Lemoore 
Howard Auxiliary Field, No. 38, Stevenson 
Huron Auxiliary Field No. A-2, Huron 
Indian Auxiliary Field No. 3, Indian 
Inyokern Airport, Bakersville 

Kearney Mesa Airport, San Diego 

Kern Auxiliary Field No. 2, Taft 

Kingsbury Auxiliary Field No. 1, Kingdon 
Kirkwood Auxiliary Field No. 2, Chico‘ 
Lemoore Army Airfield, Lemoore * 

Lincoln Auxiliary Field, Lincoln * 

Lomita Fiight Strip, Lomita * 

Lost Hills Auxiliary Field No. A-8, Lost Hills’ 
Madera Municipal Airport, Madera 
Mariposa Municipal Airport, Mariposa 
Maryville Army Airfield, Marysville’ 
Mines Field, Los Angeles * 

Minter Field, Lost Hills * 

Mirage Auxiliary Field No. 3, Victorville’ 
Modesto Auxiliary Field No. 4, Modesto 
Montague Municipal Airport, Montague 
Murray Auxiliary Field, No. A-4, Murray 
Napa County Airport, Auxiliary Field, Napa 
Needles Auxiliary Field, Needles 

New Jerusalem Auxiliary Field, No. 3, Tracy 
Oakland Municipal Airport, Oakland 
Ontario Army Airfield, Ontario * 

Orange County Army Airfield, Santa Ana* 
Orland Auxiliary Field No. 1, Chico* 
Oroville Army Airfield, Oroville * 

Oroville Auxiliary Field No. 5, Chico 

Palm Springs Army Airfield, Palm Springs* 
Parker Auxiliary Field No. 1, Taft 

Pond Auxiliary Field No. A-2, Bakersfield 
Porterville Army Airfield, Porterville * 
Poso Auxiliary Field No. A-6, Bakersfield 
Potter Auxiliary Field No. 5. Merced 
Redding Army Airfield, Redding * 

Rice Army Airfield, Rice 

Sacramento Municipal Airport, Sacramento’ 
Salinas Army Air Base, Salinas* 

San Diego Municipal Airport, San Diego 


? Subject to recapture. 
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San Francisco Municipal Airport, San Francisco ’ 
San Jose Airport, San Jose 

Santa Ana Army Air Base, Santa Ana * 

Santa Maria Army Airfield, Santa Maria’ 
Santa Monica Municipal Airport, Santa Monica 
Santa Monica Redistribution Station, Santa Monica 
Santa Rosa Army Airfield, Santa Rosa? 
Semi-Tropic Auxiliary Field No. A, Bakersfield 
Shavers Summit Army Airfield, Thermal * 
Stockton Field, Stockton? 

Summit Lake Auxiliary No. 6, Summit Lake 
Thermal Army Airfield, Thermal * 

Tracy Auxiliary Field No. 5, Tracy? 

Van Nuys Airfield, Van Nuys* 

Vina Auxiliary Field No. 3, Chico 

Visalia Army Airfield, Visalia’ 

Wasco Auxiliary Field No. A—-1, Bakersfield 
West Auxiliary Field No. 5, West 

Willows Auxiliary Field, Willows 

Winters-Davis Flightstrip, Winters * 


COLORADO 
Buckley Field, Denver 
Denver Municipal Airport, Denver? 
La Junta Army Airfield, La Junta’ 
Las Animas Auxiliary Field No, A-2, Las Animas 
Leadville Army Airfield, Leadville 
Pueblo Army Air Base, Pueblo * 
Rocky Ford Auxiliary Field No. A-1, Rocky Ford 


CON NECTICUT 


Bradley Field, Windsor Locks * 
New Haven Airfield, New Haven 


DELAWARE 
Rehoboth Airport, Rehoboth 


FLORIDA 


Alachua Antiaircraft Field, Gainesville * 
Alliance Auxiliary Field No. 4, Alliance 
Apalachicola Antiaireraft Field, Apalachicola * 
Bartow Antiaircraft Field, Bartow 

Bascom Auxiliary Field, Bascom 

Brooksville Antiaircraft Field, Brooksville * 
Buckingham Antiaircraft Field, Fort Myers 
Bushnell Antiaircraft Field, Bushnell 
Carlstrom Field, Arcadia * 

Chapman Field, Miami * 

Conners Auxiliary Field, Okeechobee * 

Cross City Antiaircraft Field, Cross City? 
Dale Mabry Field, Tallahassee * 

Dorr Field, Arcadia * 

Drew Field, Tampa’ 

Dunnellon Antiaircraft, Dunnellon 

Ellis Auxiliary Field No. 1, Ellis 

Flager Beach Airport, Flager Beach 
Hendricks Field, Sebring * 

Hillsborough Antiaircraft Field, Tampa * 
Immokalee Municipal Airport, Immokalee * 
Jacksonville Municipal Airport No.1, Jacksonville ‘ 
Keystone Antiaircraft Field, Keystone Heights’ 
Kissimmee Antiaircraft Field, Kissimmee * 


1 Subject to Recapture. 
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Lakeland Antiaircraft Field, Lakeland * 
Lake Wells Municipal Airport, Lake Wells 
Lantana Airport, Lantana 

Leesburg Antiaircraft Field, Leesburg * 
Malone Auxiliary Field No. 2, Malone 
Marianna Antiaircraft Field, Marianna * 
Montbrook Antiaircraft Field, Williston’ 
Naples Antiaircraft Field, Naples 

Page Field, Fort Myers’ 

Perry Antiaircraft Field, Perry 

Pinellas Antiaircraft Field, St. Petersburg* 
Punta Gorda Antiaireraft Field, Punta Gorda? 
Sarasota Antiaircraft Field, Sarasota * 
Tampa, Hq. 3rd Air Force, Tampa 

Venice Antiaircraft Field, Venice * 
Zephbrhills Antiaircraft Field, Zephrhills * 


GEORGIA 


Atlanta Municipal Airport, Atlanta * 

Babcock Auxiliary Field No. 5, Babcock 
Bainbridge Antiaircraft Field, Bainbridge ** 
Bainbridge Municipal Airport, Bainbridge 

Berlin Auxiliary Fieid No. 1, Berlin 

Byron Auxiliary Field No. 4, Byron 

Camp Stewart Air Force Base, Hinesville 
Chatham Air Force Base, Savannah * 

Cochran Field, Macon 

Cordele Municipal Airport, Cordele * 

Daniel Field, Augusta * 

Donalsonville Auxiliary Field No. 1, Donalsonville? 
Faceville Auxiliary No. 3, Faceville 

Gunn Auxiliary Field No. 1, Byron 

Harris Auxiliary Field No. 3, Fort Valley * 
Harris Neck Antiaircraft field, South Newport 
Herbert Smart Airport, Macon 

Lake Park Auxiliary Field No, 2, Lake Park’ 
Leesburg Auxiliary Field No. 1 Leesburg 
Moultrie Municipal Airport, Moultrie 

Myrtle Auxiliary Field No. 5, Myrtle’ 

New River Auxiliary Field No. 4, Nashville 
Norman Auxiliary Field No. 2, Norman Park 
North Smithville Auxiliary Field No. 6, Smithville 
Perry Auxiliary Field No. 2, Perry 

Reynoldsville Auxiliary Field No. 2, Reynoldsville 
Rocky Ford Auxiliary Field No. 1, Quitman 
Spence Field, Moultrie *? 

Statesboro Antiaircraft Field, Statesboro 
Sylvania Municipal Airport, Sylvania 
Thomasville Antiaircraft. Field, Thomasville * 
Tifton Municipal Airport, Tifton 

Vada Auxiliary Field No. 4, Vada 

Valdosta Municipal Airport, Valdosta? 
Vidalia-Lyons Air Force Auxiliary Field, Vidalia ‘ 
Waycross Antiaircraft Field, Waycross * 


IDAHO 
Pocatello Antiaircraft Field, Pocatello 


ILLINOIS 


George Field, Lawrenceville * 
Palestine Auxiliary Field No. 4, Robinson ‘ 


1 Subject to recapture. 
? Contract flying schools. 
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Presbyterian Auxiliary Field No. 3, Lawrenceville 
Shilow Valley Airport, Belleville 


INDIANA 


Raer Field, Fort Wayne 
Bendix Field, South Bend 

Emison Auviliary Field, Vincennes 

Evansville Municipal Airport, Evansville 

Freeman Field, Seymour’ 

Grammer Auxiliary Field No. 3, Grammer 

Millport Auxiliary Field No. 4, Millport : 
St. Anne Auxiliary Field No. 2, North Vernon* 


St. Thomas Auxiliary Field No. 2, Vincennes 
Stout Field, Indianapolis 
IOWA 


Des Moines Municipal Airport, Des Moines 


KANSAB 


Cherryvale Auxiliary Field No. 9, Cherryvale 
Coffeyville Antiaircraft Field, Coffeyville * 
Coffeyville Auxiliary Field No. 1, Coffeyville 
Coffeyville Auxiliary Field No. 2, Coffeyville 
Coffeyville Auxiliary Field No. 4, Coffeyville * 

Dodge Antiaircraft Field, Dodge City * 

East Auxiliary Field No. 1, Winfield * r 
Elk City Auxiliary Field No. 4, Independence 

Fairfax Field, Kansas City* 

Garden City Antiaircraft Field, Garden City? 

Garden City Auxiliary Field, Garden City? 

Garden City Auxiliary Fields 2 and 3, Garden City 

Great Bend Antiaircraft Field, Great Bend* 

Herington Antiaircraft Field, Herington? 

Independence Antiaircraft Field, Independence? 

Independence Auxiliary Field No, 3, Independence * 

Independence Auxiliary Field No. 7, Independence? 

Jetmore Auxiliary Field No. 4, Jetmore* 

Liberal Antiaircraft Field, Liberal * 

Marshall Air Force Base, Fort Riley 

North Auxiliary Field No. 2, Winfield * 

Pratt Antiaircraft Field, Pratt? 

South Auxiliary Field No. 5, Arkansas City 

Strother Field, Winfield * 

Tyro Auxiliary Field No. 6, Tyro 
West Auxiliary Field No. 3, Winfield 


KENTUCKY 


Anchorage Field, Anchorage 

Bowen Field, Louisiana? 

Kenton County Airport, Covington * 
Lexington Municipal Airport, Lexington : 
Louisville Municipal Airport No. 2, Louisville 
Paducah Municipal Airport, Paducah 
Sturgis Army Antiaircraft Field, Sturgis‘ 


LOUISIANA 


Deridder Air Force Base, Deridder * 
Gillis Auxiliary Field, Gillis 

Hammond Antiaircraft Field, Hammond‘ 
Harding Field, Baton Rouge * 

Holmwood Auxiliary Field, Holmwood 
Lafayette Municipal Airport, Lafayette 
New Orleans Antiaircraft Base, New Orleans ' 


1 Subject to recapture. 


Pollock Antiaircraft Field, Pollock 
Selman Field, Monore’* 
MAINE 


Houlton Antiaircraft Field, Houlton 


MARYLAND 


Baltimore Antiaircraft Field, Baltimore 
Beltsville Airport, Beltsville 
MASSACHUSETTS 


Fort Devens Antiaircraft Field, Ayer’ 
Hyannis Airport, Hyannis 

Logan Airport, Boston 

New Bedford Antiaircraft Field, New Bedford 


MICHIGAN 


Alpena Antiaircraft Field, Alpena * 
Grayling Antiaircraft Field, Graylind 
Kellogg Field, Battle Creek ' 
Romulus Antiaircraft Field, Romulus 
Tri-City Antiaircraft Field, Saginaw’ 
Willow Run Airport, Ypsilanti * 

MINNESCTA 


Rochester Municipai Airport, Rochester 


MISSISSIPPI 


Avalon Auxiliary Field No. 3, Avalon 
Calendonia Auxiliary Field No. 3, Aberdeen 
Columbus Auxiliary Field No. 5, Columbus 
Cruger Auxiliary Field No. 4, Cruger 
Grenada Antiaireraft Field, Grenada * 
ireenville Municipal Airport, Greenville * 
Greenwood Antiaircraft Field, Greenwood * 
Greenwood Municipal Airport Auxiliary No. 6, Greenwood 
Gulfport Antiaircraft Field, Gulfport’ 
Hattiesburg Antiaircraft Field, Hattiesburg 
Hinda Co. Airport, Raymond 

Jackson Antiaireraft Base, Jackson * 

Key Field, Meridian * 

Laurell Antiaircraft Field, Laurel? 

Lime Prairie Auxiliary Field No. 2, Morton 
Oxberry Auxiliary Field No. 2, Oxberry 
Paynes Auxiliary Field No. 1, Payne’ 
Starkville Municipal Airport, Starkville * 
Stinson Airport, Aberdeen 

Tchula Auxiliary Field No. 5, Tchula 
Walker Auxiliary Field No. 3, Leland 


MISSOURI 


Campbell Auxiliary Field No. 6, Campbell * 
Cooter Auxiliary Field No. 4, Cooter 

Dexter Auxiliary Field No. 1, Dexter * 
Gideon Auxiliary Field No. 4, Gideon * 
Hornersville Auxiliary Field, Hornersville ’ 
Jefferson Barracks, St. Louis * 

Kansas City Municipal Airport, Kansas City 
Lambert Field, St. Louis 

Malden Antiaircraft Field, Malden 
Maulsby Auxiliary Field, No. 2, Maulsby 


2 Subject to recar ture. 
? Contract flying schools. 
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Riseo Auxiliary Field No. 3, Risco 
Rosecrans Field, St. Joseph * 

Steele Auxiliary Field No. 1, Steele? 
Vichy Antiaireraft Field, Vichy 


MONTANA 


Cut Bank Antiaircraft Field, Cut Bank ' 
Glasgow Antiaircraft Field, Glasgow 
Gore Field, Great Falls * 

Lewiston Antiaircraft Field, Lewiston? 


NEBRASKA 


Ainsworth Antiairecraft Field, Ainsworth ' 
Alliance Antiaireraft, Alliance 

Alliance Municipal Airport, Alliance 
Bruning Antiaircraft Field, Bruning? 
Fairmont Antiaircraft Field, Geneva ' 
Grand Island Antiaircraft Field, Grand Island? 
Harvard Antiaircraft Field, Harvard ' 
Kearney Air Force Base, Kearney * 

McCook Antiaireraft Field, McCook * 
Seottsbluff Antiaircraft Field, Scottsbluff ' 
Scribner Antiaircraft Field, Hooper * 


NEVADA 


Minden Municipal Airport, Minden 
Tonopah Antiaircraft Field, Tonopah * 


NEW JERSEY 


Millville Antiaircraft Field, Millville’ 
Newark Antiaircraft Field, Newark 


NEW MEXICO 


Albuquerque Antiaircraft Field, Albuquerque 
Artesia Municipal Airport, No. 8, Artesia 
Carlsbad Army Airfield, Carlsbad 

Carlsbad Auxiliary Field No. 1, Carlsbad * 
Center Auxiliary Field No. A-2, Parma 
Deming Army Airfield, Deming * 

Fort Sumner Army Airfield, Fort Sumner * 
Hobbs Army Airfield, Hobbs * 

Hobbs Auxiliary Field No. 4, Hobbs 

Hobbs Municipal Airport, Hobbs 

Knowles Auxiliary Field No. 1, Knowles 

Las Cruces Municipal Airport, Las Cruces 
Roswell Auxiliary Field No. 1, Roswell 
Roswell Auxiliary Field No. 2, Roswell 
Roswell Auxiliary Field No. 3, Roswell 
Roswell Auxiliary Field No. 4, Roswell 
Roswell Municipal Airport (Aux. No. 9), Roswell * 
Santa Fe Municipal Airport Auxiliary Field, Santa Fe 
Socorro Municipal Airport, Socorro 

South Auxiliary Field No. A-1, Deming 
Taiban Auxiliary Field No. 5, Taiban 
Tucumeari Municipal Airport, Tucumcari 


NEW YORK 


Buffalo Municipal Airport, Buffalo 
Camp Bell, Niagara Falls * 


1 Subject to recapture. 
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Courtland Municipal Airport, Courtland 
Farmingdale Antiaircraft Field, Farmingdale 
Fross Field, Westhampton Beach 

Fulton Municipal Airport, Fulton 

LaGuardia Field, New York 

Montgomery Auxiliary Field No. 1, Montgomery * 
New Hackensack Auxiliary Field No. 3, Wappingers Falls ' 
Syracuse Army Air Base, Syracuse 

Syracuse Municipal Airport, Syracuse 

Utica Municipal Airport, Utica 

Wallkill Auxiliary Field, Walkill* 

Wheeler Sack Field (Pine Camp), Watertown 


NORTH CAROLINA 


Asheville-Hendersonville Airport, Fletcher (Minor Instin.)' 
Bluethenthal Field, Wilmington * 

Camp Davis Army Air Field, Hollyridge 

Greensboro-High Point Municipal Airport, Greensboro * 
Knollwood Auxiliary Field, Southern Pines * 

Lumberton Municipal Airport No, 2, Lumberton 

Morris Field, Charlotte * 

Raleigh-Durham Army Airfield, Raleigh * 

Smith-Reynolds Airport, Winston (Winston-Salem Airport.) ' 


NORTH DAKOTA 


Bismarck Municipal Airport, Bismarck * 
Fargo Municipal Airport, Fargo * 
OHIO 


Cleveland Municipal Airport, Cleveland 
Dayton Army Airfield, Dayton * 

Lunken Airport, Cincinnati 

Zanesville Municipal Airport, Zanesville 


OKLAHOMA 


Bilbo Auxiliary Field No. 3, Calera 

Blair Auxiliary Field No. 1, Blair 
Breckenridge Auxiliary Field, Breckenridge 
Carrier Auxiliary Field, Carrier 
Chattanooga Auxiliary Field No. 4, Chattanooga * 
Davidson Auxiliary Field No. 2, Davidson 
Drummond Auxiliary Field, Drummond 
Frederick Army Airfield, Frederick * 

Gage Auxiliary Field, Gage 

Grandfield Auxiliary Field No. 3, Grandfield * 
Headrick Auxiliary Field No. 4, Headrick 
Hobart Field, Hobart 

Muskogee Army Airfield, Muskogee * 
Olustee Auxiliary Field No. 3, Olustee* 
Stillwater Municipal Airport, Stillwater 
Tipton Auxiliary Field No. 1, Tipton * 
Tulsa Municipal Airport, Tulsa * 

Victory Auxiliary Field No. 2, Victory 
Waukomis Auxiliary Field, Waukomis 

Will Rogers Field, Oklahoma City * 
Woodward Army Airfield, Woodward * 


OREGON 


Corvallis Army Airfield, Corvallis * 
Eugene Municipal Airport, Eugene 
Madras Army Airfield, Madras‘ 


1 Subject to recapture. 


Medford Army Airfield, Medford * 
Pendleton Field, Pendleton * 
Prineville Airport, Prineville 
Redmond Army Airfield, Redmond ' 
Salem Army Airfield, Salem‘ 


PENNSYLVANIA 


Allegheny Co. Airport, Pittsburgh 

Connellsville Municipal Airport, Connellsville ’ 
Harrisburg Municipal Airport, New Cumberland 
Reading Army Airfield, Reading 

Waynesboro Municipal Airport, Waynesboro 


RHODE ISLAND 
Hillsgrove Army Airfield, Hillsgrove 


SOUTH CAROLINA 
Aiken Army Airfield, Aiken 
Anderson Municipal Airport, Anderson 
Barnwell Municipal Airport, Barnwell * 
Burnt Gin Field No. 1, Wedgefield 
Columbia Army Air Base, Columbia’ 
Congaree Antiaircraft Field, Congaree 
Darlington County Airport, Darlington 
Florence Army Airfield, Florence * 
Johns Island Municipal Airport, Johns Island ' 
Manning Airport, Allendale 
Monaghan Auxiliary Field No. 3, Sumter 
Rembert Auxiliary Field No. 2, Rembert 
Spartansburg Municipal Airport, Spartansburg 
Sumter Municipal Airport, Sumter * 
Walterboro Army Airfield, Walterboro * 


SOUTH DAKOTA 


Mitchell Municipal Airport, Mitchell * 
Pierre Army Airfield, Pierre ' 

Sioux Falls Army Airfield, Sioux Falls * 
Watertown Army Airfield, Watertown ' 


TEN NESSEE 


Dyersburg Army Airfield, Dyersburg * 
Memphis Municipal Airport, Memphis 
Nashville Municipal Airport (Berry Field), Nashville’ 


TEXAS 


Abilene Municipal Airport, Abilene * 

Alamo Downs Auxiliary Field No. 4, San Antonio* 
Aloe Antiaircraft Field, Victoria * 

Aloe Antiaircraft Field No. 7, Victoria * 

Aloe Auxiliary Field No. 8, Goliad 

Aloe Auxiliary Field No. 9, Victoria 

Aquilla Auxiliary Field No. 4, Aquilla 

Aragon Auxiliary Field No. 5, Marfa 

Austin Municipal Airport, Austin 

Blackland Antiaircraft Field, Waco 
Brownsville Municipal Airport, Brownsville * 
Brownwood Antiaircraft Field, Brownwood * 
Butte Auxiliary Field No. 7, Toyah 

Caddo Mills Auxiliary Field No. 1, Caddo Mills 
Cade Air Force Auxiliary Field, San Antonio 
Cartwright Auxiliary Field No. 3, Hoen 

Cash Auxiliary Field No. 2, Cash 

Castroville Auxiliary Field No. 1, Castroville * 


1 Subject to recapture. 
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Childress Antiaircraft Field, Childress ' 

Cox Field, Paris * 

Crawford Auxiliary Field No. 3, Crawford 
Crystal Auxiliary Field No. 5, Pecos 

Cueves Auxiliary Field No. 1, Eagle Pass 
Dalhart Antiaircraft Field, Dalhart * 

Diltz Auxiliary Field, Floresville 

Eagle Pass Auxiliary Field No. 3, Eagle Pass 
Easterwood Air Field, College State 
Edinburg Auxiliary Field No. 1, Edinburg* 
Electra Auxiliary Field No. 2, Electra 

El Paso Municipal Airport, El Paso * 

Fort Brown, Brownsville 

Fort D. A. Russell, Marfa 

Foster Auxiliary No. 2, Victoria 

Foster Auxiliary No. 4, Victoria 

Foster Auxiliary Field, No. 5, Victoria 
Foster Auxiliary Field, No. 6, Victoria 
Gainesville Antiaircraft Field, Gainesville * 
Gonzales Auxiliary Field No. 1, Gonzales 
Hearne Auxiliary Field No. 2, Hearne 
Hensley Field, Dallas 

Hermosa Auxiliary Field No. 2, Pecos 

High Auxilary Field No. 1, Pecos 

Hondo Antiaircraft Field, Hondo *? 

Houston Municipal Airport No. 1, Houston 
Idalou Auxiliary Field No. 2, Idalou 

Kruger Auxiliary Field No. 1, San Antonio 
Lagula Madre GR (Airfield), Harlingen * 
Lane Auxiliary Field No. 4, San Angelo 
League Davis Auxiliary Field No. 3, League City 
MaeDona Auxiliary Field, San Antonio 
Majors Field, Greenville * 

Marfa Antiaircraft Field, City of Marfa* 
Marfa Old Municipal Airport (Auxiliary No. 7), Marfa 
Marfa Auxiliary Field No. 4, Marfa* 
Marion Auxiliary Field No. 3, Marion 
Midland Antiaircraft Field, Midland * 
Midland Municipal Airport, Midland * 
Misson Auxiliary Field No. 2, Mission 

North Auxiliary Field No. 3, Lubbock 

Oates Auxiliary Field No. 1, San Angelo 
Olney Municipal Airport, Olney’ 

Opdyke Auxiliary Field No. 4, Opdyke 
Ozone Municipal Airport, Ozone 

Palacies Antiaircraft Field, Palecies 
Pampa Auxiliary Field No. 3, Pampa 

Pampa Auxiliary Field No. 4, Pampa 

Pecos Antiairfield, Pecos * 

Petrolia Auxiliary Field No. 1, Petrolia 
Pinto Auxiliary Field No. 2, Eagle Pass 
Pounds Field, Tyler 

Preston Auxiliary Field No. 2, La Porte 
Red Bluff Auxiliary Field No. 1, La Porte 
Riesel Auxiliary Field No. 1, Waco 

Riesel Auxiliary Field No. 3, Riesel 

Rio Grande (Moore) Auxiliary Field No. 3, Rio Grande 
Rio Medina Auxiliary Field No. 5, Rio Medina 
Robbins Auxiliary Field No. 3, San Angelo 
Ryan Auxiliary Field No. 3, Marfa 

San Angelo Antiaircraft Field, San Angelo * 
San Antonio Municipal Airport No. 2, San Antonio * 
Somerville Auxiliary Field No. 1, Somerville 
South Auxiliary Field No. 1, Marfa 


‘Subject to recapture. 
? Contract flying schools 


- 
4 
\ 
a 
f 


4112 


South Auxiliary Field No. 1, Lubbock 
South Sulphur Auxiliary Field No. 3, South Sulphur 
South Plaines Antiaircraft Field, Lubbock * 
Stinson Field, San Antonio * 
Temple Antiaircraft Field, Temple’ 
Texarkana Municipal Airport, Texarkana 
Toyah Auxiliary Field No. 4, Pecos 
UTAH 
Hinckley Field, Ogden 
Kearns ORD, Kearns 
Salt Lake City Antiaircraft Base, Salt Lake City * 


VIRGINIA 


Blackstone Antiaircraft Field, Blackstone 
Norfolk Antiaircraft Field, Norfolk 
Richmond Antiaircraft Base, Richmond * 


WASHINGTON 


Bellingham Antiaircraft Field, Bellingham 
Ellensburg Antiaircraft Field, Ellensburg 
Ellensburg Auxiliary Field, Ellensburg 
Ephrata Air Force Base, Ephrata 

Felts Field, Spokane 

Gray Field, Fort Lewis 

Kitsap County Airport, Bremerton 

Moon Island Airport, Hoquian 

Olympia Antiaircraft Field, Olympia 

Port Angeles Antiaircraft Field, Port Angeles 
Walla Walla Antiaircraft Field, Walla Walla * 


WYOMING 
Casper Antiaircraft Base, Casper 


Mr. Vinson. Mr. Chairman, would you not suggest to the Army 
and the Navy they get that information up by the time they present 
their views on this bill? 

The Cuatrman. Mr. Smart, you better brief them on that, or ask 
ed be prepared, as well as the Air Force, to give us the number of 

ases. 

Mr. Vinson. That is right. 

Mr. Kettener. May I suggest a list also of inactivated bases being 
held for future use. 

The Cuarrman. We should have that information. 

(The information is as follows :) 


List “B’—Revised 19 April 1954 
Bases Wuicu Have Breen INACTIVATED BUT ARE Berne HeLp ror Futrore Use 


ALABAMA 
Anniston Air Force Base, Alabama 


ARIZONA 


Casa Grande Air Force Auxiliary Field, Arizona 
Dateland Air Force Auxiliary Field, Arizona 
Gilbert Air Force Auxiliary Field, Arizona 


t Subject to Recapture. 
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Goodyear Air Force Auxiliary Field, Goodyear, Arizona 
Luke Air Force Auxiliary Field, Rittenhouse, Arizona 
Rittenhouse Air Force Auxiliary Field, Rittenhouse, Arizona 


ARKANSAS 
Erwin Air Force Auxiliary Field, Arkansas 


Walcott Air Force Auxiliary Field, Arkansas 


CALIFORNIA 
Lockheed Air Terminal, California 


COLORADO 
Arlington Air Force Auxiliary Field, Colorado 


FLORIDA 
Avon Park Air Force Base, Florida 


KANSAS 
Air Force Plant No. 2, Kansas 
Victoria Air Force Auxiliary Field, Kansas 


MICHIGAN 
Raco Air Force Auxiliary Field, Michigan 


OKLAHOMA 
Perry Air Force Auxiliary Field, Oklahoma 


SOUTH CAROLINA 
North Air Force Auxiliary Field, South Carolina 


TEXAS 


Burton Air Force Auxiliary Field, Texas 
Dalhart Air Force Auxiliary Field No. 1, Texas 
Dalhart Air Force Auxiliary Field No. 2, Texas 
Gaskin Air Force Auxiliary Field, Texas 
Gibbons Air Force Auxiliary Field, Texas 
Martindale Air Force Auxiliary Field, Texas 
Pampa Air Force Auxiliary Field No. 1, Texas 
Pampa Air Force Auxiliary Field No. 2, Texas 
T'rairie Hill Air Force Auxiliary Field, Texas 
‘iueh! Air Force Auxiliary Field, Texas 


Wendover Air Force Base, Utah 

The Cramman. Mr. Fisher? 

Mr. Fisuer. I wonder if it is contemplated that that report would 
include the facilities that have been disposed of where recapture 
clauses have been retained ? 

Because some of those might be quite usable, on municipal airfields. 

Secretary Dove.as. We can easily give the bases on which recapture 
clauses are applicable, and there are a good many. 


L 
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The Cuairman. You will pardon me for interrupting you. You 
are making a splendid statement. You are telling us the very thing 
we want to know. 

Go ahead, and finish. 

Secretary Dove.as. I think it is quite appropriate to take a few 
minutes to give the committee an assurance that we are thinking of 
some of the same things that they are thinking about and giving 
attention to some of the serious problems that they have in answering 
questions. 

Now, it seems to me the next relevant comment with respect to this 
selection problem and with respect to the criticism we are all familiar 
with is to say to the bystander an old World War II Air Force base 
or Navy Air base appears to be a great installation which could sureky 
meet current requirements if new air units require new installations. 

I think it is only appropriate to say that in many instances, the 
rehabilitation and modification of an old installation 

The Costs more. 

Secretary Dovetas. Is often almost as expensive as providing a new 
installation. 

Mr. Vinson. That is right. 

The Crairman, That is very true. 

Secretary Doveas. In many instances, the runways are of no prac- 
tical value. Usually they are of some value. But. very few of them 
were oot built to the specifications required by the big, fast, heavy jet 
aircraft. 

And two bases were mentioned by the Chairman—Mpyrtle Beach 
and Seymour-Johnson. Both those bases are in our 1955 program. 
But when we get around to them, the committee will see by the 
funds required to make those bases operational on present standards 
that we have a major construction and financing program to utilize 
those installations which would appear to be of very great value. 

Mr. Brooks. Mr. Secretary, may I inject this thought? 

The Cuarrman. Yes. 

Mr. Brooks. You do have the land, of course, and in many instances 
you have the housing. In many communities—and the utilities and 
the streets. In many instances, too, where you closed installations 
vou find that the Government is involved with the housing programs— 
the FHA. I know of instances where the FHA have commitments 
running $5 and $10 million in the vicinity on housing programs, where 
it is going to take a loss. 

Now, that loss won’t fall to the Defense Department, but it will fall 
to the Government because of its commitment. 

So I just inject that thought as to why I do think the Chairman 
is on the right track in trying to work with you in using all available 
facilities. 

Secretary Dovetas. Now, subject to correction, I think I can make 
the statement that no abondonments are in prospect. The bases that 
have been deactivated were deactivated quite a long time ago. It is 
true that we deferred or eliminated some 14 bases last year from 
programed recativation, but none of these bases involved the aban- 
donment of a then active base. That is correct, isn’t it? 

General Wasupourne. Yes, sir. 

Secretary Dovcias. Now, the other matter I would like to mention 
because it is of such consequence to the Air Force and I know will be 
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of interest throughout these hearings to the committee is a matter 
which dollar-wise doesn’t loom so very large in this program, but is 
of importance and a matter of great concern to the Air Force. It is 
dealt with in the last couple of pages of the Secretary’s statement 
that has been filed. 

What I have in mind are troop housing and messing, family housing 
and personnel facilities as we call them, such as chapels, theaters, gym- 
nasiums, service clubs, NCO clubs, airmen’s clubs, and afficers clubs. 

The things that are essential to the morale of the Air Force in the 
Field, I mean by that statement. 

The unfortunate thing is that perfectly naturally in this period of 
rapid expansion, when the Air Force has been asking for more and 
more dollars to obtain the operational capabilities that it should have, 
reviewing committees in Air Force headquarters, in the office of the 
Secretary of Defense and congressional committees in my opinion 
have all inclined to chip away at these personnel facilities with con- 
viction that although they are a good thing you can operate aircraft 
without a gymnasium, you can operate aircraft without a theater or 
a library. And the result is—— 

The CuHairMan. Swimming pools and chapels, too. 

Secretary Right. 

And the result of this is really I think quite shocking because dur- 
ing the fiseal years of 1951 through the present year only $50 million 
has been authorized for what I have referred to as personnel facilities. 

I am not including barracks and mess halls in that figure, although 
those are of extraordinary importance, too. 

The Cuarrman. Over a 4-year period. 

Secretary Dovetas. That is right, sir. 

The Cuarrman. 1951 through 1954? 

Secretary Dovetas. That is right. 

The Carman. Fiscal. 

Secretary Doveras. That is the period that really covers the whole 
expansion of the Air Force construction program. And only some— 
I will ask for correction on this if my recollection isn’t correct—$32 
million of the $56 million have been appropriated and only $26 mil- 
lion have been apportioned and available for spending. 

Now, pretty careful studies indicate that those facilities should 
carry a cost of nearly 4 percent of a normal, satisfactory operational 
base with the personnel facilities a base should have. 

The bill before you carries, I think, $26 million of personnel facili- 
ties, which is about 3.6 percent. 

So our requirements are very modest. We are not catching up on 
the past. But I wanted to call attention to the importance of that $26 
million at this time, as so frequently those are the items that it seems 
lend themselves to elimination. 

We are able to spend $2 and $3 and $5 million on a single air- 
plane—— 

The Cuairman. I must confess, I am rather surprised, in fact, I am 
shocked to know that we have had so little to spend over a 4-year 

riod. Is Congress responsible or is the Department of Air Force or 
is the Budget ? 

Secretary Dovuatas. No, sir. 

I think everybody is responsible. 

The Cuarrman. We perhaps are all responsible. 
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Secretary Douetas. I think we are all responsible. I don’t think 
the Air Force commanders are responsible because we hear from them 
as to their needs. But I think ina has been a tendency all along 
the road. 

The Carman. You have heard from the fellows in the field, in 
the service, but has the Department of the Air Force made the request 
heretofore? Have you been denied or turned down? 

Secretary Doveias. We have usually taken out a little. 

Because this happens: in the last 2 years—and the problem is going 
to come up before we proceed very far. Members of your committee 
are going to say, perfectly naturally, “But you have a lot of money 
appropriated that you haven’t spent.” That is a factor bearing on 
what we program. And as soon as we are programing and trying to 
keep a dollar amount down, we are subject to the same natural reaction 
that the congressional committees are subject to. 

It isa pressure that is cumulative all the way along the road. 

I think I might say—well, I would just like to make this observation 
off the record, but I think it is very pertinent. 

The Cuarrman. Off the mt 

(Discussion off the record.) 

Secretary Dovaeras. I don’t feel very critical about it, but I hope 
we can try to avoid repetition. 

Mr. Jonnson. Mr. Chapman, could I ask him a question? 

The Cuairman. Yes, Mr. Johnson. 

Mr. Jounson. During the course of a year, I visited quite a few 
Air Force bases. In your opinion, is there such a shortage of the 
things—the clubs and the things that the men need that it is impairing 
the morale? 

Secretary Doveras. In many places, yes, sir; very definitely. 

Mr. Rivers. And the reenlistment. 

Secretary Doves. The situation is very uneven, Mr. Congressman. 
In a great many places, where we are dealing with a base that is a 
po bomen War IT base that has been built up constantly, we are very 

ikely to have better than 50 or 60 percent of what we would regard 
as standard personnel facilities. Is that figure too high? 

General Wasupourn®. It is about right. 

Mr. Jonnson. In your opinion, Mr. Secretary, if we gave a little 
more and made it a little nicer and better, that would be a good 
investment, in your opinion, on reenlistments and on better work out 
of the men? 

Secretary Doveras. Yes. That is the next part of the story, as 
to its being a good business proposition to spend more money on these 
facilities. 

Now, of course, you can’t prove that having a swimming pool is 
going to make a man reenlist. But at some point he is certainly not 
going to reenlist if he has no recreational facilities. And there are 
some major bases where that is almost the situation. 

And we could show you an interesting study of AWOL and various 
courts martials and so forth; and they seem to have some correlation 
— the recreational and personnel facilities that are available at the 

se. 

Mr. Jounson. I think these men that are devoting their life to this 
work are entitled to good treatment. I just wanted to find out from 
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you if you agreed with me that there is also another part of it where 
we get a little dividend in the way of better work and more reenlist- 
ments. That is a secondary thing. The main thing is to give these 
men the adequate treatment they are entitled to as career —_ 

Secretary Doveras. That is right. I think this is the story that 
I would rather go into detail or have taken up a little later. But 
if we are going to have the kind of Air Force that it has been rea- 
sonably determined is needed, the cost of such Air Force, with very 
few reenlistments, is going to be a shocking cost. If we can secure 
a reasonable percentage of reenlistments from the group who have 
come in for their first 4-year term, we can utilize the skills they have 
acquired and we can get the benefit of the large investment that has 
been made in them in training. All that ties into the question of 
judgment as to whether or not we spend money on barracks and 
family housing and the personnel facilities that I spoke of. 

Mr. Rivers. Mr. Chairman. 

The Cuarman. Mr. Rivers. 

Mr. Rivers. That is one of the factors, Mr. Secretary, of the fringe 
benefit thing we have been hearing about. 

Secretary Dove as. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Rivers. There has been a whittling away of the fringe venefits. 
We know that. The Chairman has demanded it, and I think every- 
body on this committee has demanded it. 

But the Defense Department has been much too slow, for instance, 
in submitting to the Congress a dependent’s hospitalization proposi- 
tion. That is one of the things. 

On these bases—and I have had a little experience with this—we 
haven’t had enough hospital facilities for these people. 

Secretary Dove.as. That is right. 

Mr. Rivers. Because you have delayed it—when I say you, I am 
talking about the overall defense department. I think we could be 
helped if somebody could prod these people into helping us help 

ou. 
: Now, these things all strike home. We realize that these things 
are being whittled away. But we got to have some help, too. 

Secretary Doveras. I think you will get it from the Defense De- 
pia with respect to medical benefits and so forth in the immediate 

uture. 

Mr. Jounson. Mr. Chairman, I would like to differ with my friend, 
and not call these fringe benefits. These are not fringe benefits. 
These sre additional benefits that they always had in the service. 

Mr. Rivers. I know that. But that is what somebody else called 
them. I want to say this and then I am finished. On some of these 
bases, they build these boys certain facilities out of the funds from the 
PX or the ship’s store or whatever they call it on the installation, 
because they haven’t the money to do it with. If we could help 
you on that proposition by getting more resolute and positive and 
decisive action down into the Defense Department, as a whole, you 
would get more help out of this committee because we would be in a 
better position to help you. 

Secretary Dove as. Sir, we will be making good progress with the 
bill before you, not as much as we like, but under all the cireum- 
stances, it is a reasonable request, and I don’t think it is a great under- 
statement under the circumstances. 


| 
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Now, if it isa ble to the committee, I would like to have General 
Washbourne take over. I think he proposes to give the committee a 
picture of typical bases so that the committee will know what kind of 
requirements we have and what we are trying to build up to at the 
various installations that are included in the program. 

Mr. Vinson. Mr. Chairman, before you take up item by item— 
off the record. 

(Discussion off the record.) 

General Wasupourne. Mr. Chairman, there is information on this 
particular sheet which is classified and could not be published. We 
will blank out the security information and furnish the rest of it for 
each base. That has been furnished to the counsel and we can in- 
corporate that into the record and will do so. 

The Cuarrman. I think it will be beneficial. I think it a very 
constructive suggestion. Of course, you have to exercise discretion and 
perhaps eliminate certain items. But if you can give us a full 
picture—— 

Mr. Vinson. That is right. 

The Carman. It will help us on the floor. I wish members 
would notice the breakdown in subcategories. You have an extra 
sheet here before you. 

Mr. Kizpay. Mr. Chairman. 

The Cuatrman. Yes. 

Mr. Kixpay. Before we get into individual bases, I believe it would 
save time if we had some statement as to the policy followed by the 
Department on types of construction—in other words, 5-year, 10-year, 
25-year, and permanent. 

he CHAIRMAN. I think General Washbourne has it, in his state- 
ment. 

Mr. Kitpay. Oh, I didn’t realize that. 

The Carman. Are you going to—— 

General Wasusourne. I do have a prepared statement, Mr. Chair- 
man, which is of seme length. It contains a great deal of informa- 
tion concerning this program. 

I would suggest, rather than read it, I insert it into the record, 
and then go over the charts here which highlight the contents of it. 

The Cuarrman. Fine. 

Do it in your own way. You know better than we do how you want 
to present it. But without objection, we will incorporate it. 

(The statement is as follows:) 

General WasHeourne. Mr. Chairman, and members of the House 
Armed Services Committee. The fiscal year 1955 military construc- 
tion request of the Air Force being presented to the committee today 
involves in round numbers an additional $1 billion of construction, on 
the basis of a balanced 137-wing force level. vide. 

Approximately three-quarters of a billion is embodied in this bill, 
and an additional quarter of a billion is in clearance that will be sought 
under the authority of previously granted overseas authorizations. 

The committee will be asked to give clearances for these individual 
vrojects at a later hearing under the authority of section 407 of that 


Ww. 

Number of bases: The wings and squadrons of the 137-wing Air 
Force actually occupy 141 bases. Training, logistics, and other sup- 
port functions increase the number to 362 stations requiring either 
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much or little base construction. The program in this bill is for 169 
bases, 155 of which are in the continental United States, and 14 are 
overseas. 

The number of 169 bases does not include communications sites, 
navigation aids, permanent or mobile radar stations, or classified 
facilities at various locations, full details regarding which are 
provided in the backup of the bill. 

Program summaries: The two major points to be developed in the 
presentation of this bill are believed to be: (@) use of previous authori- 
zations and (4) added bases and sites. Before proceeding to a dis- 
cussion of these two copies, however, brief summaries will assist you 
in discussing this legislation with your colleagues. As a further 
assistance, there is available for inclusion in the record a brief state- 
ment regarding the population, mission, and general features of each 
base for which construction is requested in this program. 

Continental program: The $742 million program contains new 
authorization in the amount of $482,502,000 plus authority to utilize 
$309,698,000 of unfunded authorizations previously granted as sum- 
marized on the following chart: 


Fiscal year 1955 public works program authorization summary 


{Amounts in thousands of dollars] 


Total fiscal 
year 1955 Prior 


Continental United 602, 3 290, 036 


Approximately 80 percent of the projects in this bill are for the 
N 


continental bases. ew authorization request for $432 million is 
divided: $312,348,000 for bases in the continental United States, 
$9,829,000 for bases overseas, and $110,325,000 for additional radar 
stations and facilities. Of the $309,698,000 of prior years’ unused 
authorization to be applied against this year’s requirements, $290,036,- 
000 is for projects in the continental United States, and $19,662,000 
for projects overseas. 

Distribution by Commands. The chart below indicates distribution 
of the program by Air Force Commands, 


312,348 
‘i 9, 829 
110; 325 
3 432, 502 
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Total fiscal 
year 1955 
program 


Percent 


Command of total 


ization 


Prior anther- 


New athor- 
ization 


Zone of Interior: 
$274, 528 37.0 $124, 053 $150, 47! 
ADC 78, 692 10.6 18,018 60, 674 
TAC... 65, 206 8.8 45, 223 20, 073 
ATRC 22, 502 3.0 16, 297 6, 265 
AMC 68, 076 9.2 39, 384 28, 692 
19, 276 2.6 13, 307 5, 969 
R&D... 62,513 8.4 26, 402 36,111 
6, 149 .8 6, 149 |. = 
602, 384 348 
MATS 4,477 6 2,071 2, 406 


2, 386 
29, 491 
110,325 


Grand total 742, 200 


The largest portion, or 37 percent of the program, is for the Stra- 
tegic Air Command (hereafter abbreviated SAC) bases in the con- 
tinental United States. The SAC program includes projects required 
for training and attainment of the operational capability required b 


the striking forces. Almost half of the SAC program is for addi- 
tional airfield pavements, including runway extensions and parking 
aprons required to accommodate new jet aircraft. 

The second largest portion, about 15 percent of the program, covers 
the aircraft control and warning stations which make up Section 302 
of this bill. 

| Deleted for 

A security-classified presentation of all of the operational — 
and status of the aircraft control and warning system is available 
for the committee immediately prior to line item examinations of that 
portion of the project book. 

The Air Defense Command program of $78,692,000, or 10.6 percent 
of the total program, is to provide additional facilities at fighter 
interceptor bases. 

Again, as in the case of SAC, the largest portion represents addi- 
tional airfield pavements and aircraft maintenance facilities which 
make up half of the Air Defense Command program. 

The Tactical Air Command totals $65,296,000, or 8.8 percent of the 
total program. Forty-five percent of the TAC program is for airfield 
pavements and aircraft maintenance facilities. The program for the 
Air Materiel Command in the amount of $68,076,000 represents 9.2 
percent of the total, and includes $27,961,000 for airfield pavements, 
ee approximately 2 million square feet of additional depot ware- 
,ousing at three locations. 

The Research and Development Command program of $62,513,000, 
or 8.4 percent of the program, provides additional facilities for 
continuation of the development of aircraft and weapons and for 
improvement of the long-range proving ground. 


in 19,602 9, 820 
ee | 100. 0 309, 698 432, 502 
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The other Air Force commands in the continental United States 
have smaller programs percentagewise, as indicated on the chart, 
approximately 7 percent of the total. The chart also indicates for 
each command the amount of the command program to which prior 
authorization is being applied and the amount of new authorization 
herein. 

he overseas portion of this request of $29,491,000 amounts to only 
3.9 percent of the total FY-55 program, and is limited to 15 bases in 
Alaska and the Far East. As previously stated, the bulk of the 
overseas requirements in the FY-—55 program will be provided from 
unused balances of authorizations which were granted under classified 
installations in section 302 of Public Law 534, Eighty-second Congress, 
so that the overseas a contained in this bill are only for bases 
not covered by that legislation. 


Categories of Construction. The next chart shows by category the 
proposed use of the authorizations in the FY-55 program. 


CATEGORY SUMMARY 


FISCAL YEAR 1955 PUBLIC WORKS AUTHORIZATION 


Totalamount Percent 
Category (thousands) of total 
A—Airfield pavements $236, 291 31.8 
B—Liquid fuel storage and disposal 
C—-Communications and Navaids 
D—vperational facilities 
E—Aircraft maintenance facilities_ 
¥—Training facilities 
G—Troop housing and messing 
H—F amily housing 
J—Utilities 
K—eal estate facilities 
L—R & D and test facilities 
M—Medical facilities 
N—Storage facilities 
P—Personnel facilities 
R—A ministration and community facilities 
S—Shop facilities 
T—Harbor facilities 
Miscellaneous 


742, 200 100. 0 


An analysis of the types of facilities being requested emphasizes 
the highly operational nature of this program. ‘The largest sing'e 
category 1s airfield pavements, representing 31.8 percent of the total. 
Almost three-fifths of this category is at SAC bases base to provide 
additional runway capacity required for sustained operations of the 
jet aircraft of the bomber force and the necessary aprons on which 
to park this aireraft. 

nother of the large categories represents 11.9 percent of the total 
program is aircraft maintenance facilities required to obtain maximum 
and economical utilization of the costly aircraft with which the units 
are equipped. 

The ratio of utilities 14 percent, is higher than usual, due to the 
necessity to provide completely new and independent utilities sources 
and systems and access roads at the new radar proposed in the pro- 
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gram. The three above categories make up well over half of the Air 
Force ge with relatively small amounts of other categories being 


rovided at this time; but some of them are extremely important 
despite the small quantity, dollar-wise. 

For example, the real estate category—1.6 percent of the program— 
includes land interests in the continental United States to support 
approved construction as follows: 

Interest Acres Cost 

Aviation easements 3, 3 1, 322, 000 
Restrictive eastments 5, 6 504, 000 


Right-of-way easements 2, 128 466, 000 


76,979 10, 976, 000 


The overseas portion of the program contains fee purchase of 1,019 
acres at an estimated cost of $560,000. 

In acquiring this land, approximately 5,000 different owners will 
have to be contacted and persuaded to sell their lands for public use 
at a price determined by Government appraisers. Based on past ex- 
perience, some of these owners will be unwilling to sell, and condemna- 
tion procedures will be instituted. The dollar value of the land inter- 
est to be acquired in this program is far more important than the 
money itself because authorized construction cannot, in many cases, 
proceed until the real estate interests have been acquired. 

Several bases previously authorized by this committee have not 
been built because the necessary land acquisition cannot be made. 

The $26,612,000 in personnel facilities, while only 3 percent of the 
Air Force program, is a much larger amount than has been included in 
previous programs. 

This year, for the first time, there exists a firmly established policy 
relating to these facilities. On 2 March 1954, the Department of 
Defense published a directive entitled “Criteria for Adequate Morale, 
Welfare, and Recreational Facilities.” The personnel facilities in 
this program, which will satisfy only a portion of the Air Force 
requirements, are in accord with this new criteria and have each 
received the approval of the Office, Secretary of Defense. 

Prior authorizations. As stated by both Admiral Jelley and Under 
Secretary Douglas, this program utilizes prior years’ authorization. 
The Air Force sought to turn existing valid authorizations to construc- 
tive use by applying them against new requirements where it was 
available, and suitable. 

Prior years’ authorization furnishes almost 40 percent of this year’s 
requirement. This unused authorization accumulates from: (1) 
costs below estimates, (2) scope changes, (3) modified requirements, 
(4) changed personnel deployments, (5) more modern equipment, 
(6) changes in base mission, and (7) miscellaneous. 

The inter-relation of total base programs, current programs, and the 
aap listed for this year, are provided on data pages facing each 

ase shown in the book. 

Also, the wording in the bill for each base identifies the amount 
of previous credit applied and the amount, if any, of new dollar 
authorizations seunitiol: to support the projects in this year’s programs. 

Believing that the application of this procedure can best be under- 
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stood by specific illustration, there follows below an illustration of 
its application to Abilene Air Force Base, Tex., the first station 
2 mee in the title III of the bill and in the Air Force Program 
Book. 

In the bill under Abilene, the authorized projects by categories are 
identical with that in the program book, and they total $17,435,000. 
The bill goes on to say “of which amount $2,760,000 is included in 
the authorization in Public Laws 534 and 209, and $14,675,000 is 
herewith authorized.” 

The derivation of these figures is shown on the following chart 
which is a duplicaté of the first sheet in the program book pertaining 
to Abilene. 


DEPARTMENT OF THE AIR FORCE——-FY—55 PUBLIC WORKS PROGRAM 


AB 40 station: Abilene AFB. Leased acres: 
Location: 7 mi. WSW Abilene. 

County, State: Taylor, Tex. Owned acres: 3,332. 
Command: SAC. Date oceupied: 

Elevation: 1,791. Avg. max. temp.: 94 Total acres: 3,332. 
Type of construction: 25 year. 


Current construc- Authorizuion 
Total authorization tion program FY 1956 Total requested 
(FY 6&4 and prior) (FY 654 and prior) program requirement this bill 


32, 939, 100 17,435,000 50,374,100 14, 674, 100 


On the facing sheet on the right-hand side about halfway down the 
page, the previous FY-53 and F Y—54 authorizations are shown in a 
column labeled “Total authorizations, $35,700,000.” 

The second column titled “Current construction program” indicates 
that for Abilene the actual construction program being executed as of 
19 March 1954 is $32,939,100. 

The third figure is labeled “Current requirements.” This is the 
dollar total of FY—55 which is the sum of the “Current construction 
program” and the “Current requirements,” or $50,374,100. 

e fifth and last column is “New authorization requested—$14,674,- 
100,” which will be rounded in the bill to the nearest thousand, or 
$14,675,000. The inter-correlation of these five columns is as follows: 
considering only the middle three, the current construction program 
($32.9 milfion)- plus the FY-55 program ($17.4 million) equals the 
$50.3 million shown in the total requirements column through FY-55. 

Subtracting from the $35.7 million of total authorizations, the total 
requirement of $50.3 million, the deficit is $14.6 million in authoriza- 
tion to be added in this bill to provide new work in the amount of 
$17,435,000. 

The difference ($2.76 million) is therefore the amount of unused 
authorizations which will apply toward new FY—55 requirements. 

This converted amount ($2.76 million) when added to the new 
authorization request ($14,675,000) makes up the total fiscal year 
1955 program for Abilene of $17,435,000. 

Since the fiscal year 1955 request. for new items at Abilene exceeds 
the unfunded difference between the prior authorization and the cur- 
rent construction program, the entire unused prior authorization is 
being put to work. A 

To identify the items being deferred or reprogramed at Abilene, 
the following chart of authorization is shown. 


35,700,000... 
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Abilene Air Force Base 


Authorization 


Current con- 
struction pro- 
gram 


Unfinanced 
authorization 


Publie Law 534 
Public Law 209 


$35, 700, 000 


$32, 939, 100 


$2, 760, 900 


23, 472, 000 
12, 228, 000 


23, 004, 100 
9, 935, 000 


467, 900 
2, 292, 000 


PUBLIC LA 


W 534 


Original auth- 
orization seope 


Current con- 


Unfinanced 


scope ($000) 


1. Shop, armament and eleetronics 15,250 214 

3. Dental clinie 
4 


Utilities 
Variations in estimate 


! Unfunded authoriation to be applied to like item in fiseal year 1955. 
2 Savings on funded items to be applied to new requirements in fiscal year 1955. 
§ $232,100 used to apply against prior overruns. 

At the top are the same figures used in the total authorization 
column and the current construction program as shown in the pro- 
gram book, subtracted to show the unused authorization. 

Immediately below in the columns are shown the break-out between 
Public Law 534 and Public Law 209, 

The addition of these 2 public laws in any of the 3 columns pro- 
duces the total shown at the top. Illustration No. 1: Under Public 
Law 534 on the chart is a shop, armament electronics, originally 
authorized at 15,250 square feet for $214,000. 

The current construction program does not include it so the amount 
is identified as unfinanced. However, the fiscal year 1955 program 
includes the 2 armament-electronic shops, one for each wing. 

Therefore, this prior authorization is being used specifically against 
a like item in the fiscal year 1955 program, 

Illustration No. 2: A wing headquarters was previously authorized 
at 35,700 square feet at $536,000. The current construction program 
has “building, 25,300 square feet, $372,000,” a scope and cost reduction 
of one-third, which is applied dollar-wise against new items in the 
fiscal year 1955 program. 

Illustration No. 3: Dental clinie originally authorized for 3,155 
square feet at $57,000 is not in the current construction program 
and is shown as unfinanced. ' 

The fiscal year 1955 program contains a request for a suitably 
larger dental clinic—5,014 feet at $105,000; therefore, this authoriza- 
tion, like the armament-electronics shop, is applied specifically against 
the new requirement. 

Tilustration No. 4: Barracks; the original authorization of 1,500 
airmen spaces, $2,550,000. The current construction program is for 


| 
($000) 
PUBLIC LAW 209 
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1,400 spaces at $2,285,000. This would leave unfinanced 100 spaces 
at $265,000 except that $232,000 of this authorization has been used 
to apply against prior year’s overruns. 

In the fiscal year 1955 program, the request is for 1,200 airmen 
spaces at $1,622,000; thus, the $32,900 left would be applied specifically 
against the new fiscal year 1955 requirements. 

These 4 items account for $467,900 unfinanced under Public Law 
534. In Public Law 209, (1) the originally authorized utilities 
item was $3,195,000; it has been reduced in the current construction 
program to $988,000, leaving unfinanced $2,207,000. 

In the fiscal year 1955 program, the combined request for the util- 
ities category is $1,739,000, against which the majority of this 
waienane utilities authorization can be applied. 

(2) Variations in estimates of the current construction program 
versus those contained in the authorization program account for 
$86,000 additional to bring the total to $2,293,000. These variations 
are both plus and minus; for instance, pavement items at Abilene 
have generally been less than the estimate contained in the authoriza- 
tion, while other projects have generally been slightly more. 

Out of the original $12,228,000 program, exclusive of the scope 
change shown here in utilities, there are overruns of $138,000 versus 
savings of $224,000, or a net advantage of $86,000 shown on this chart. 

In a similar manner, the next base in the book at Altus, Okla., gets 
$15,632,000 of new work for net increase of $14,114,000 in authori- 
zation. 

The next two bases, Barksdale Air Force Base in Louisiana, and 
Bergstrom Air Force Base in Texas, have all of their fiscal year 1955 
projects provided for with no new authorization added at all. 

The remaining bases in the Air Force portion follow the same pat- 
tern, with the result mentioned above that approximately 40 percent 
dollarwise of the fiscal year 1955 projects at United States bases 
require no increased authorization for their accomplishment. 

ase Changes. In fiscal year 1952 and fiscal year 1953, the Congress 
authorized the Air Force to develop base facilities for 143 wings. 
When this force was reduced to an interim goal of 120 wings in the 
fiscal year 1954 program, the Air Force deferred 14 bases and did not 
then proceed with their construction. 

When the force level was raised to 137 wings of a different compo- 
sition, the reinstatement of several of these authorized bases was 
evaluated. In order to select bases for programed units which could 
not be accommodated on existing bases or on bases previously ap- 
proved for construction, the following criteria are applied: 

(1) The location must be suitable for the successful performance 
of the programed mission. 

(2) Favorable condition and value of existing facilities of the 
airfield under consideration. 

(3) Airfield capable of expansion to accomodate proposed mission 

and development trends. 
' (4) Acceptable flying safety and noise factors as they affect the 
surrounding community and the successful performance of the Nation. 

(5) Air space problems—location with respect to civil airways, 
adverse effects of increased military traffic on civil and other military 
aviation. 
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(6) Community support—consideration is given to the proximity of 
a civilian community capable of providing or expanding to provide 
family housing, educational, recreational and cultural facilities, and 
services. 

(7) Attitude of local public should be favorable to include accept- 
ability of proposed use and control of the airfield by the Air Force. 

(8) Base should be located where transportation, construction and 
maintenance, and logistics supportability are adequate and economical 
consistent with operational requirements. 

(9) Consideration of bombing and gunnery range requirements 
where applicable. 

(10) Eetesrslnaiol factors, to include conditions adversely affect- 
ing the operational mission, 

(11) Base most economical for development within the area of re- 
quirement consistent with ability to perform the proposed mission. 

As a result of the application of the above criteria to some 650 loca- 
tions and subject to successful negotiations with local communities, 
the Air Force desires to proceed with the construction of 4 of the 
deferred bases (Clinton-Sherman, Blytheville, Seymour Johnson and 
Myrtle Beach) ; to increase the utilization of 2 (Meore and Colum- 
bus) ; and to activate jet fighter interceptor missions at 7 border sta- 
tions (Bismarck, N. Dak.; Fargo area, North Dakota; Glasgow-Miles 
City area, Montana; Marquette, Mich.; Klamath Falls, Oreg.; Trav- 
erse City area, Michigan; and San Diego area, California. 

The authorizations previously approved at these bases are being 
applied to the fiscal year 1955 projects which have been adjusted to 
new mission requirements and current criteria. 

The fiscal year 1955 program contains only one new overseas base— 
Northwest Air Force Base on Guam. This was a World War IT base 
which was deactivated in 1949 and now planned for reactivation as an 
auxiliary support base. 

At this point, it is my purpose to explain the air base requirements 
of the Air Force to support the 137-wing program and relate these 
requirements to the public works authorization request which you 
now have before you for consideration. I will confine my remarks 
primarily to a discussion of those requirements which have been gen- 
erated by the increase in the air force program. 

In the spring of 1953, the United States Air Force was directed to 
slow down its rate of build-up and a personnel ceiling lower than 
that previously planned was established. This resulted in a tempo- 
rary goal of 120 wings and congressional action on the fiscal year 1954 
United States Air Force budget reflected this lowered force. 

The recent review of “new look” at force requirements by the Joint 
Chiefs of Staff resulted in the recommendation of a 137-wing force 
objective for the United States Air Force to be achieved by July 1 
1957. This recommendation has been approved by the Secretary o 
Defense, the National Security Commat and the President and its 
implementation is now dependent on congressional action. 

The strategic concepts and operational doctrine of the Air Force on - 
which the 137-wing program is based are basically the same as that of 
previous programs, except that the requirement for increased air 
defense forces has been recognized. 

The overall combat potential of the 137-wing force is approximately 
the same as that of the 143-wing force. Included in the 17 wing 
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increase in the Air Force Program are 2 SAC wings, 5 Air defense 
wings, and 13 tactical wings. Three troop carrier wings have been 
deleted making a net increase of 17 wings. 

The procedure used in the selection of air bases to support an in- 
creased Air Force program begins with a careful review of existing 
or programed bases to determine their capability to accommodate 
additional units. In selecting homes for our wings, certain basic con- 
siderations must be adhered to. 

These are primarily, operational, geographic, economic and safety 
considerations which have been applied to this program and which 
have been defended in previous programs. Maximum utilization of 
bases within sound operational practices not only assures the total 
utilization of a base but it further lends itself to keeping to an 
absolute minimum the.total number of bases required. 

Except for a few bases strategically located in the northeast and 
northwest areas, units of the Strategic Air Command in general may 
be located anywhere within the continental United States. 

Because this strategic force must be ready at a moment’s notice to 
move in any direction of the world, we have considered it mandatory 
that it be permanently located in the United States rather than be 
deployed to bases overseas. 

Our plans include the rotation of units of this force to an overseas 
area to maintain our capability in those areas, providing the crews 
with operational “know how”; while at the same time keeping the 
rest at home to move out in any direction as required. 

After effecting maximum utilization of existing bases to meet re- 
quirements of the 137-wing force, it was found necessary to provide 
two additional bases to support the strategic forces. 

The requirements for basing our tactical forces are more specific 
geographically than those of the strategic forces. The primary mis. 
sion of these forces, while they are in the United States, is to train 
with the units of the Army which require airborne or air force 
support. 

Specifically, our problem here was one of selecting bases as close 
to Army camps or maneuver areas as possible. 

Another important factor is the proximity to available gunner 
ranges. So far as the capability of the individual base said, 
we have scheduled the utilization of each base to contain two tactical 
wings. 

Base requirements to support the increase of 13 tactical wings were 
met’ by accommodating 8 of these wings on existing or programed 
bases. The remaining 5 wings required the addition of 3 bases. 

The selection of bases in support of the air defense forces in the 
United States is again a matter of geographic consideration. These 
forces are an integral part of the aircraft control and warning net 
and the limitations imposed by the location of these radar sites are 
very specific insofar as the selection of associated airfields is concerned. 

rimary emphasis has been given to providing a screen across the 
northern border applicable in the defense of all targets south of that 
screen. 

Secondly, our deployments of defense forces have adhered to the 
principle of defense in depth, insofar as our available forees permit. 


Thirdly, where the individual targets require, we have provided 
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— defense for those targets without respect to their geographic 
ocation. 

In order to provide as adequate cover as possible we have deployed 
one squadron of a Fighter Interceptor Wing to a base. In certain 
cases, however, where warranted by the target complex, we have de- 
ployed two squadrons to a base. This is generally found in the indus- 
trial Northeast and Pacific Northwest. 

The addition of four Fighter Interceptor Wings (12 Fighter Inter- 
ceptor squadrons) to the Continental United States defense forces 
was accomplished by the addition of five squadrons to existing or 
programed bases and the establishment of a requirement for seven 
additional bases where fighter coverage is needed. 

The requirements of supporting commands such as Air Training, 
Air Materiel, Military Air Transport, Air Research and Development 
are being met for the most part through expansion of existing facilities. 

It is necessary that enabling legislation be obtained at this time for 
these additional bases and added facilities at existing and programed 
bases in order that the base structure will be operationally ready at 
the time that our manning and equipping schedules dictate. 

The planned progressive growth of our forces is pointed toward 
reaching our ond position of 137 fully equipped wings by end of fiscal 
year 1957. For security reasons the detailed discussion of the phasing 
and deployments of these forces will be covered off the record during 
subsequent testimony. 

Status of construction. As previously stated, the present objec- 
tives of the Air Force is to complete by the end of fiscal year 1957 
the minimum facilities required for sustained operations of the 137 
wing force. Status of the funded program, totaling $5.3 billion as 
of 28 February 1954, is as follows: 

7 { a) Contracts award $3.9 billion representing 74 percent available 
ollars. 

fs (0) Obligations $3.7 billion representing 70 percent of available 
ollars. 

(ce) Works in place estimated at 57 percent of total program. 

Based on past demonstrated capability of our design and construc- 
tion agencies a projection has been made of estimated capability to 
award construction contracts for items remaining in fiscal year 1954 
and prior years’ programs as well as the fiscal year 1955, 1956, and 
1957 programs. 

These projections also incorporate the assumptions that effective 
use of the facilities will be obtained by end of fiscal year 1957. This 
projection provides for a maximum average monthly rate of contract 
award of $130 millions for the last 6 months of fiscal year 1954 fol- 
lowed by a progressively decreasing rate through calendar year 1956. 
These rates are considered well within the capability of the construc- 
tion-agencies, 

The Corps of Engineers executes approximately 80 percent of the 
Air Force program; the Bureau of Yards and Docks’ share is less 
than 10 percent but increasing; and the balance is handled by other 
agencies and Air Force Commands. 

Secretary Doveras. Is that satisfactory to Mr. Kilday? I just 
wanted to be sure that was satisfactory to you, sir. 
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Mr. Kitpay. Oh, yes. I just thought when we came to the individ- 
ual base, you could say whether it is 5-year, or 10-year, or 25-year, or 
permanent. 

Mr. Rivers. Mr. Chairman, may I inquire of the Secretary and the 
General that you also dwell on the type of troop housing facility / 

I have in mind the standardization plan, of the dormitories as you 
call them. Because we have had a lot of discussion about these dormi- 
tories that have been changing time and time again. 

If we could get some help on that, that also would be helpful. 

Mr. Brooxs. Mr, Chairman—— 

Secretary Doveias. Very well, sir. 

Mr. Brooks. In line with your suggestion, don’t these pages here, 
for instance—0-13—it says type of construction, 25-year. 

Doesn't that answer the question ? 

Mr. Smarr. It does. 

Mr. Keiiener. That is right. 

Mr. Vinson. That is the reason I am asking it go in, because it gives 
the whole picture. 

Pg Rivers. He said something on there is classified, whatever 
that is. 

General Wasupourne. Mr. Chairman, this first chart summarizes 
the program. Of the total of $742 million which is embodied in this 
program the continental United States, for $602 million overseas a 
minor amount of $29 million, and the Air Defense System program 
here $110 million. 

On this chart is shown, Mr. Chairman, the distribution of the pro- 
gram by the commands, both within the continental United States and 
overseas. 

I would like to point out to the committee that of the total of the 
program, the facilities for the Strategic Air Command account for 37 
percent. 

Those of the air defense command, 1014 percent. And the tactical 
air command, 8.8 percent. The remainder of the commands in the 
zone of the interior have lesser amounts percentagewise. 

Mr. Jounson. May I ask one question, Mr. Chairman? 

The Cuarrman. Mr. Johnson. 

Mr. Jounson. Will you define tactical air command ? 

General WasHpurne. Yes, sir; I have a presentation with respect 
to tactical air command that will follow later, if I might defer that 
until we come to that portion of the program. 

Mr. Jounson. All right. 

Mr. Rivers. Will that include troop carrier ? 

General WasHBouRNE. Yes, sir. 

And I would like to point out also that the extent of this aircraft 
control and warning system which is being started in this program 
wedge for the second largest portion of the entire program shown 

ere. 

The next chart, Mr. Chairman, shows the several categories in which 
we have become accustomed to show the facility. 

The percentage of those ase shown here, with airfield pavements 
accounting for 31.8 percent, aircraft maintenance facilities 11.9 per. 
cent, and utilities 14 percent. 
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These are operational items. And the real estate item—as you 
were, the utilities item is high because of the necessity of establishing 
a Lary number of additional radar sites and the like in this program, 
which accounts for high utility cost. 

I would like to point out, Mr. Chairman, that percentagewise, the 
land item is low, but in the manner in which the real estate acquisition 
controls the construction program it is very high and in many in- 
stances overriding. 

In this program here with respect to land, we are asking for the 
acquisition of about 76,000 acres, at a cost of about $11 million. 

In that program there are 509 real estate projects. 

The Cuarrman. That is the overall. 

General WasnBourne. 509. Now, only 77 of those are over $25,000. 
The remainder, 209, are small projects under $25,000 and you will see 
them repeatedly in the program as one acre, a quarter of an acre, three 
acres or something like that. Those are for communications and navi- 
gation aids off the bases. The big projects on land are almost entirely 
for runway extensions and the ammunition ordnance storage areas 
associated with the tactical bases. 

Mr. Vinson. Mr. Chairman, will the General be kind enough to 
repeat the total number of acres the bill calls for? 

General WAsHpourNE. Yes, sir. 

The total number of acres is 76,979 acres according to my summary, 
at an estimated cost of $10,976,000. 

Mr. Rivers. May I inquire, Mr. Chairman, what he means by navi- 
gational aids off the land? 

General WasHpourne. Yes, sir. 

A navigation aid may be on the base itself or it may be located 
off base, within the vicinity of 1 to 10 miles away. 

The CHatrman. How much an acre would that be? $11 million 
for 76,000. That is pretty expensive land, isn’t it? 

General WasHpourne. It averages about $150 an acre, I believe, 
Mr. Chairman, throughout. 

; ae Rivers. Doesn’t the CAA help you in navigational aids off the 
an 

General Wasupourne. Well, they help, Mr. Chairman, in the siting 
of these facilities so that they fit in with their program. But the 
cost of providing the site and putting the equipment on it is a mili- 


tary expense. 
Mr. I see. 


Mr. Vinson. Mr. Chairman? 

The Cuarrman. Yes. 

Mr. Vinson. Then is there any breakdown as to the cost of the 
easements. Have you any—— 

Now, this is the cost of the acquisition, the fee. Now, in addition 
to the fee oftentimes we have to pay large amounts of money for 
easements. Have you any 

General Wasueourne. Yes, sir, I have that right here, Mr. Chair- 
man. I would be glad to read it. 

Mr. Vinson. at will it be? This is very important and is coming 
before Mr. Cunningham’s subcommittee. 

General Wasusourne. The average cost of the fee acquisition in 
this program is $304. That includes all the contingencies, the im- 
provements, the relocations. The average cost of the avigation ease- 
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ments is $99. The average cost of the restrictive easements, chiefly 
around the ordnance areas, is $69 per acre. And the average cost on 
those small right-of-way tracts is $218 an acre. 

Unless there are committee cramer with respect to these cate- 
gories, I can say they are about the same as have appeared in previous 
programs, and the title generally indicates the nature of the construc- 
tion involved. 

Mr. Wirson. Mr. Chairman. 

The Cuarrman. Mr. Wilson. 

Mr. Witson. One question. What is the total of the avigational 
easements ¢ 

General Wasnpourne. It involves 13,284 acres, for $1,322,000. 

Mr. CunnineuaM. General, these avigation easements are per- 
petual, are they not, in all cases? 

General WasHBourne. Yes, sir, perpetual easements. 

Mr. Cunnincuam. What do you feel about the average of $99 per 
acre throughout the United States? Isn’t that a little high? 

General Wasnsourne. Countrywide, it does seem high, Mr. Chair- 
man. We have long and carefully considered whether or not the 
investment in aviation easement costs was necessary. But considerin 
the immense investment which the Government has in these bases aed 
the necessity of protecting large expanses of sky space in the immedi- 
ate surrounding country, we have come to the conclusion that these 
investments are essential and that we should proceed with them in 
this program. 

Even if they cost as you say $99 an acre it seems inescapable that 
that is a better investment than taking fee title on the one hand or 
not doing anything to protect ourselves on the other. 

Mr. Vinson. Mr. Chairman, may I make this observation while Mr. 
Cunningham is here. In nearly every one of these items you have an 
authorization for land acquisition. I think the Department should 
understand that while we may give this authorization, it is going to be 
serutinized very carefully by Mr. Cunningham’s subcommittee, and 
you will have to make out a case to warrant and justify additional 
acreage in each one of these bases. 

Now, for instance, here is an item in here: Homestead. You already 
came up here some time ago and asked for additional acreage at Home- 
stead, which was denied by Mr. Cunningham’s committee. So while 
we will probably go along and give you the blanket authorization to 
acquire land, it doesn’t by any means follow that we are going to give 
all of the land that you are asking for, because it is going to be looked 
into by Mr. Cunningham and his subcommittee as to see whether you 
are warranted and justified in increasing it. 

Now, for instance, take the base right now. You have 3,332 acres 
there now. We will want, to know how many additional acres you 
are going to have to have at Abilene. You have the authority to buy 
it. So you better make a good case out somewhere on your land 
me Oe because you may be disappointed when you go before Mr. 

unningham’s subcommittee. 

General Wasunourne. We understand that, Mr. Chairman. It is 
a very real problem. Because many of these bases you will see that we 
propose runway extensions on, at a cost of 2, 3,5 million dollars. And 
at the same time we ask for a land acquisition item on which to put the 
pavement. Now, if the land acquisition is contingent or is not clearly 
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available to the Air Force, then, of course, we can’t proceed with the 
pavement construction. 

Mr. Vinson. That is right. 

General WasHeourne. I wanted to make that point clear because 
although the dollars in this land are not too much, the importance 
of them in each of these bases where it involves an extension to the 
physical boundary is quite important. 

r. CUNNINGHAM. Geneval, if I may make this observation at this 
time, and I don’t care to lumber the record with immaterial state- 
ments. Our committee, as a general rule, I believe, has found that 
the prices the various Departments are paying for land in certain parts 
of the United States, particularly adjacent to the cities, and so forth, 
is probably not out of line. Our difficulty has been not only with 
avigation easements, but purchase in fee of land in parts of the United 
States where it is clearly out of line, where I believe a man can go 
in and for a matter of a few dollars an acre—and that is all it is 
worth—buy it, and yet I find them paying upwards of $100 an acre. 

Now in conclusion I want to give one example as to what I mean, 
and I think it is well for you to know this because someone in authority 
should do a little checking and you wouldn’t get into so much difficulty 
before our committee. Just a few weeks ago we had a matter of buying 
several hundred acres of land. As I recall now, it was about 15 miles 
from the edge of a city. I don’t recall that the general was there. I 
asked this question : 

“Ts there anything about this land that makes it different than ordi- 
nary farmland in this particular State ¢” 

And the answer was: “No.” 

I said, “Is it close enough to a city to have any additional value for 
subdivision purposes or for residential purposes or commercial pur- 
poses ?”” 

The answer was “No.” 

I said, “Is there any defense project located near this land at. the 
present time or going to be that would make it worth more money ¢” 

And the answer was “No.” 

Then I said, “Is there anything that would make this land worth 
more than it normally would be for agricultural purposes?” 

And the answer was “No.” 

Yet the recommendation of the request for approval of us was that 
you would pay almost twice as much per acre for that land, and agri- 
culture was all it was good for, than the best land is worth in my 
State, -which is the gréatest agriculttrral State in the Union. 

Now that, to me, just could not be justified. I think you were there, 
Mr. Vinson. 

Mr. Vinson. Let me make this observation, Mr. Chairman, when 
you are talking about land. The Secretary of the Air Force the other 
day pointed out in the Air Force alone the Government owns 30 million 
acres of land. Now this bill is starting off now with 76,000 more acres, 

lus 15,000 for the Air Academy, which is not included in this 76,000. 
is committee must look with a great deal of care on the constant 
aquisition of land. And the Department must cooperate with the 
committee because it is taking it off the tax books. We are paying very 
high prices for a great deal of this property. 
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We are just going to get to the point where if you don’t stop, why 
the Government will practically own everything in this country except 
for a few isolated spots. 

Mr. Wickersuam. Mr. Chairman. 

The Cuatrman. Mr. Wickersham. 

Mr. Wickersuam. General Washbourne, it is essential, though, that, 
whatever action is taken by the committee as to the price of the land, 
that you expedite the construction of these facilities, is it not? 

General Wasupourne. Yes. Each base is programed for com- 
pletion of the facilities in accordance with availability of the aircraft 
or the conversion of the type of aircraft operated there. So we have 
to phase the construction with other phases of the Air Force expansion. 
That is what we are doing in this program. 

Mr. Chairman, at this point I would like to show the committee 
some typical types of Air Force bases with respect to the names, the 
amount of equipment and the number of people that are on the in- 
stallation. We have first the two medium bomb wing base. That is a 
standard installation of the Strategic Air Command. It has 90 
medium bombers and 40 tankers, plus miscellaneous aircraft. It in- 
volves a garrison of some 6,000 persons, military, not counting depend- 
ents or civilian employees. 

We have the heavy bombardment wing, which usually is a single 
unit on a base, of B—-52 aircraft coming in. It involves a garrison of 
some 5,000 persons, not counting dependents. 

We have the fighter interceptor squadron. Those operate by them- 
selves either as tenants or on their own small bases. They will be 
generally equipped with 25 of the latest type of fighters. Their gar- 
rison is something under 1,000 persons. 

We have the two fighter bomber wings, a common unit of the 
Tactical Air Command. They are equipped with 150 fighter-type 
aircraft. “Their bases will run on the order of 3,000 to 3,500 persons. 

Also in the Tactical Air Command we have the assault troop carriers 
and the rotary wing, that is, the helicopter units, equipped with this 
type and number of helicopters. Those are fairly new and there are 
no fixed number of people in the several types of units. 

And then we have, last, several of these large Air Foree depots. 
They are industrial facilities. They are equipped with heavy trans- 
ports. Their garrisons are usually small in military, perhaps a thou- 
sand persons, but have from 10,000 to 25,000 civilian employees to 
carry on the mdustrial activity. 

The Cuarrman. Justa moment, general. This is off the record. 

(Discussion off the record.) 

Fhe Cuarrman. All right. 

Mr. Vinson. Will that also show, Mr. Chairman, where your air 
depots are 

yeneral WasuBourne. Yes, sir. 

The CuarrMan. This is not secret, is it, the location ? 

General WasnBourne. Not what I gave you, no, sir. 

The Cuarrman. You are going to tell us where these wings are 
located ¢ 

General WasipBourne. Yes, sir; we will do that. 

The Cuarrman. Fine. 

General Wasupournr. Now the typical requirements for such bases : 
We have, for instance, a number of aircraft of the two medium bomber 
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wings, as I said, 130 of the large airplanes, 90 bombers, and 40 tankers. 
The heavy bombardment wing has B—-52 and B-36 type aircraft. The 
fighter bomber wing have 150 of the fighter type. And the inter- 
ceptor squadrons operate 25 of the fighter types. 

fr. Rivers. Mr. Chairman, may I inquire there. 

Now are the B-52’s coming off in any quantity yet ? 

General Wasupourne. Not in quantity, but their production has 
been started, sir. 

Mr. Rivers. And they are out of the X-stage entirely ? 

General Wasupourne. I didn’t understand you. 

Mr. Rivers. They are out of the X-stage. 

Mr. Experimental stage. 

Secretary Dovetas. The first production item has come off the line. 

Mr. Rivers. What about the F—102? 

Secretary Dovetas. I think I could answer that. 

Mr. Rivers. Yes, sir. 

Secretary Douauas. There are several items that—it has been as- 
serted that a production item is off the line. I think that might be 
a little misleading because that airplane is in—leave this off the 
record, please. 

The Cuarrman,. Off the record. 

(Statement off the record.) 

Mr. Rivers. Really, you don’t have any of them in your inventory 
at this time ¢ 

Secretary Dovatas. No, not a bit. 

The Cuarrman. No. 

Secretary Dovenas. I think General Washbourne might refer to 
the current types. This chart is made up on the basis of the most 
modern types to give you a picture of the Air Force that the constru:- 
tion program is building to which we will have, we hope, fully in being 
at the end of 1957. 

Mr. Rivers. That is a very good statement, because—— 

Mr. Vinson. Then, Mr. Chairman—— 

The Cuarman. Wait. 

Mr. Rivers. Excuse me. 

The Cuamman. Go ahead, 

Mr. Rivers. I just wanted to say: Therefore we can say in this 
transition pres from the piston to the jet, tell the House, that this 
public works bill can handle what we have in the immediate future, 
plus what we have in inventories? 

Secretary Dovetas. Yes, that is right. 

The Cuarmman. Yes. 

Mr. Vinson. In other words, this is a picture of what happens in 
1957, 

Mr. Rivers. That is right. 

Secretary Dove.as. That is right. 

Mr. Rivers. That is right. Say 1957. That is a good time. 

Secretary Doueias. Now I would like to make one more remark off 
the record to avoid a misunderstanding that might arise. 

The Cuarman. Off the record, 

(Statement off the record.) 

Mr. Vinson. Mr. Chairman, may I get this for the record. This 
program will only accommodate the wing strength of 137 wings. If 
we go beyond that, will then these bases have to be increased ! 


4135 


Secretary Doucias. The present program is a program to house no 
more than 137 wings. 

Mr. Vinson. And it will take 2 years to get up to 137? 

Secretary Dove.as. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Vinson. And it will take approximately 2 years to build up to 
your bases ? 

Secretary Dova.as. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Vinson. Then if you go beyond 137 wings, then the committee 
will have to deal with the enlargement of all these bases ¢ 

Secretary Dove.as. That is correct. 

Mr. Rivers. Wait a minute—— 

Secretary Dovetas. Now I would like to make one more comment 
that I think is needed to avoid possible misunderstanding. 

The program that has been submitted to you contemplates appro- 

riation and funding of what we call the 1955 program of close to $1 
illion. That would bring the total appropriation of funds for Air 
Force construction up to about $6,300,000,000, speaking of the program 
as one that started with fiscal 1951, I think, for all practical purposes. 

To bring the 137-wing Air Force to true operational capabilities, 
we contemplate a 1956 construction program estimated at this time to 
require between $800 million and $1 billion. 

ow, the thing that is important—when we refer to those figures— 
seems to me to be that the 137-wing Air Force will be housed and 
operational with a total expenditure in this construction program of 
something over $7 billion and something less than seven and a half. 

The figures I gave you would variously add to $7.1 billion, and $7.3 
billion. 

I think we will have things to pick up, although we will have a mini- 
mum operational system of bases, that we will still have some money 
to spend in 1957, which should be included. But this figure of between 
$7 billion and $7 and and a half for an operational system for the 
137-wing Air Force is about $2 billion less than the figures that were 
discussed and attached to the base construction program for the future 
a year ago and a year and a half ago. 

Is that substantially correct ? 

Colonel Ropennauser. That is correct. 

The Cuarman. Mr. Smart. 

Mr. Smarr. Mr. Chairman, I merely had a clarifying question. As 
I understood your testimony, Mr. Secretary, you have stated that 
with the X-number of Air Force bases in existence today, plus the 
new ones in this book, that you would not thereafter have to activate 
a single new base in order to accommodate 137 wings, but that your 
future program would be further expansion upon existing bases, in- 
cluding those in this bill; is that correct ? 

Secretary Doveias. That is correct. 

Mr. Vinson. At the same time, Mr. Smart, he stated a moment 

Secretary Doveias. Excuse me, there are some overseas bases that 
would be an exception to that. 

Mr. Smart. In the continental United States. 

Mr. Vinson. I am talking about the continental United States. 

Secretary Doverias. That is correct. 

The Carman. Just a minute. 
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Mr. Vinson. May I ask him a question, Mr. Chairman? 

The CHarmman. Yes. 

Mr. Vinson. I asked you awhile ago, Mr. Secretary, if this was 
the program of 137 wings and you said, “Yes.” I said when we author- 
ize this in this bill and build it in 2 years, then that would take 
care of the 137 wings, and you said, “Yes.” Then you elaborated 
later on and said: “However, we will have to have in the next year 
$800 million of public works bill.” : 

Then this bill before us now does not take care of 137 wings, be- 
cause it takes $800 million more to take care of the 137 wings. 

Now here is what I was getting down to. If we keep it at 137 wings, 
you previously stated this bill would take care of it. 

Secretary Doveras. I think not, sir, except through misunder- 
standing. That has never been 

Mr. Vinson. Clear it up, then. 

Secretary Doveras. Well, I tried to clear it up. This bill will pro- 
vide a start with respect to every base in the United States necessary 
to house 137 wings. 

Mr. Vixson. Then this is—— 

Secretary Doveras. It will not bring all the bases required for 
137 wings even to minimum operational capability. 

Mr. Vinson. All right, I understand it. 

The Cuamman. Now, members—— 

Mr. Brooks. One more question. Mr. Secretary, you have now over- 
seas certain units, wings overseas. Will this program take care of 
those overseas wings when they come home? Of course, we all hope 
they will come home. 

he CuarrmMan. Gentlemen, the House is in session. They met at 
11 this morning. 

Mr. Brooks. Well, can’t he answer that question ? 

The CHarrMan. Well, they want to go. I am going to end it. 

Mr. Brooks. I will ask the question tomorrow morning. 

The Cuarrman, All right. They want to go. 

We will recess until 10 o’clock tomorrow morning. 

Secretary Dovetas. Yes. 

e Brooxs. Will the record show he answered that question 
“ es’? 

The Yes. 

(Whereupon, at 11:10 a. m., Thursday, April 8, 1954, the com- 
mittee adjourned to 10 a. m., Friday, April 9, 1954.) 


Hovse or REPRESENTATIVES, 
CoMMITTEE ON ARMED SERVICEs, 
Wasurinaton, D. C., 
Friday, April 9, 1954. 
(The committee met at 10 a. m., Hon. Dewey Short, chairman of the 
committee, presiding. ) 
The Cuarrman. The committee will please be in order. 
General Washbourne, you may resume your testimony where you 
left off and continue the explanation you are giving us. 
General WasHnourne. Mr. Chairman, at the conclusion of the pre- 
vious session we were discussing typical requirements at continental 
bases. We are down to the personnel facilities. 
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Now, the garrisons of course of these several bases determine the 
amount of troop housing that one builds and also the size of the several 
types of personnel facilities such as messes and hospitals and that 
sort of thing that are required. These are the garrisons and I will not 
name them for the record because it is generally classified information. 
But I want to point out that in this area we have the biggest difference 
between the permanent and the semipermanent bases. On the per- 
mament bases ,and they are in the majority of the bases in the book, 
we build what we call 25-year type of construction for the permanent 
garrison. 

Now, on the nonpermanent bases, the standard is generally frame 
type of construction, frame buildings that are designed to last some- 
thing in excess of 10 years. 

The items with respect to runways, aprons, petroleum storage, 
hydrants and hangars, can generally only be built to one standard of 
performance. 

In other words, the runway is the same on a permanent base as it is 
at a semipermanent base. The same way witha big hangar. One has 
to build it about the same quality to a the job whether it lasts 10 
years or 25 years or 35 years. 

As to runway lengths, Mr. Chairman, I want to point that out 
carefully to the committee, that these lengths here are the require- 
ments for the type of airplanes that are shown for the typical bom- 
bardment, fighter and interceptor mission. For the me bom- 
bardment plane, we have a runway length required of 11,700 feet. 

For the heavy bomber, we have a runway requirement of 12,700 feet 
feet in length. 


For the fighters, it is 10,000 and 7,700 respectively. Those are sub- 
stantially in excess of the general runway lengths that exist today. 
Two years ago, our ceiling was around 10,000 feet and we * 5am ex- 


tensions everywhere we could to bring it up to that length. Now, we 
are faced with the requirement to go up to 12,700 feet as a minimum 
and at stations having high elevation we have to go up to 13,000 or 
13,500 to meet the requirement. 

The width of the runways are 200 for mediums, 300 for the heavies, 
and 150 for the fighter types. 

I would like to point out the quantity of apron yardage that is 
required for these bombardment missions. 

On a two medium bomb wing station, apron yardage is 1 million 
square yards. 

On the heavy bomber station, with fewer ships but much bigger 
ones, the requirement is 666,000 square yards. 

And of course for the fighters, it is substantially less. But the 
figure I would like for you to remember: 1 million yards of heavy 
duty concrete or asphalt has to go into these medium Lomb wing sta- 
tions, and generally we do not have that much now. 

The petroleum storage is figured out on a basis of the mission and 
the resupply situation for each base. It runs something around 
100,000 barrels for the bigger stations, and down to 8,000 barrels for 
the 1 squadron fighter mission. 

In addition to the bulk storage shown here by barrels, we have a 
requirement for the hydrants, which is fuel dispensing systems. 
Those hydrants also have operating storage underground to support 
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the hydrants themselves and provides an additional increment of 
storage as shown here. 

Mr. Harpy. May I ask a question there, Mr. Chairman, or would 
it interrupt. 

_ The Cuarrman. No, go ahead. 

Mr. Harpy. What is your ratio of hydrants, thinking now in terms 
of requirements? What is the ratio of hydrants to the number of 
bombers on a particular mission ¢ 

General Wasneourne. For 2 medium bombardment wings, Mr. 
Chairman, the requirement is 18 hydrants for the bombers, and 8 
hydrants for the tankers, or a total of 26. 

Mr. Harpy. How many bombers are there? 

General Wasusourne. There are 90 bombers and 40 tankers. 

Mr. pnanne And you have only 18 hydrants to take care of that 
man 

Sonannt Wasupourne. 18 hydrants for the 90 bombers, yes, sir. 

Mr. Harpy. You reduced the requirement considerably, then, 
haven’t you, General ? 

General Wasueourne. Yes, sir, it has gone down in comparison 
to what it was, let’s say, 2 years ago. 

Mr. Harpy. I am glad to see you are having some efficiency. 

Mr. Rivers. Is that because of the development of that new type of 
filling apparatus that the Air Force uses on these stations, that can 
load the plane and unload it at the same time? 

General WasHpourne. No, sir; we have always had the fueling and 
defueling feature in the hydrants. This reduction in the number is 
the result of further study as to the time available to refuel the group 
of bombers in the continental United States. 

. Harpy. You recall it hasn’t been very long since you actually 
programed one per heavy bomber? 

General Wasupourne. Yes, sir, that was the original requirement. 

Now, under heavy bombers here, we have 15 hydrants for the 30 
bombers and we do not allow any additional for the tankers because 
not all the stations have tankers with them, although most of them do. 
But they are about the same character of airplane. And sometimes 
we can put multiple outlets in these hydrants and get the flexibility 
that we would like to have. 

And in these heavy and medium type hydrants, generally we have 
2 or 3 outlets for each hydrant instead of the single as we previously 
had. 

It is a better system and is still being improved, we think. 

Mr. Harpy. I am mighty glad, Mr. Chairman. 

General Wasupourne. We have in addiiton on each base a require- 
ment for the headquarters, operations and supply buildings. The 

uadrons have to have a combination building of that sort from 
which to operate. They generally are not existing on the bases, so 
we have to provide them in accordance with this schedule. 

We also have to have hangars for field maintenance. And the 
hangar requirement is 323,640 square feet in 2 buildings for a 2-wing 
mee And generally, we find ourselves with having 1 and needing 
a second. 

On the heavy bomber stations, we need 1 hangar of about 160,000 
square feet. 
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The full-sized hangar is required for the few planes that we have 
to put completely indoors for retraction test and heavy maintenance. 
or the bulk of the aircraft, we do not provide hangar space as 
such, but provide outdoor maintenance hangars and docks where 
the airplane is not completely covered up and is only sheltered to 
the extent you have to have to work on it. 

The fighters require the smaller hangars of 61,020 square feet for 
the wings, and the squadrons by themselves and the interceptors, 
34,220 square feet. 

Now, in an interceptor squadron, that is the alert hangar where 
the ships are kept warmed up, plus the maintenance hangar plus 
the ready hangar. They have 3 shelters for all these 25 ships in the 
interceptor squadrons. That is the best care we can take of any of 
these units, because the medium bombers and the heavy bombers are 
not taken care of hangar-wise to that extent. 

Mr. Harpy. On your heavy bombers, General, you don’t have a 
hangar for every bomber? 

General WasHsBournr. No, sir, we do not, although in the Arctic- 
type stations like Limestone, Fairchild, and Rapid City, we are seeking 
to get individual shelters by the use of these multipurpose docks. 
And when we get those, we hope to have a shelter for each one of the 
heavy bombers. 

Mr. Brooxs. Now, in a base like Biggs Air Force Base, where you 
have so much sand, aren’t you putting a great many more under 
shelter, certainly for repair work, than you do normally ? 

General WasHeourne. I can’t say that the maintenance load at 
Biggs is greater than it is at the other stations. We have only the one 
big hangar at Biggs, and the rest of the maintenance shelter will be 
provided by docks. 

Mr. Brooxs. You are building another large hangar out there? 

General Wasnpourne. Yes, sir. 

They will not be the enclosed type of hangars. They will be the 
open type of docks, since that is a warm weather station. 

Mr. Brooxs. Are you sure of that, General? I wish you would 
check that up before you make that statement. Because we were out 
there recently and they told us they were having to do all of their 
repair work under closed hangars, because of the sand. I got the 
impression from them that they would need larger hangar spaces as a 
result of that. 

General WAsHBourNE. Well, I don’t question the fact that the base 
would like to have closed hangar space, but I am quite sure that our 
allowance does not provide closed hangar space for all the planes at 
Biggs, Mr. Brooks. We have to stop short of that at the warm 
weather stations, and take care of the cold ones first. 

The Cuairman. Mr. Kelleher? 

Mr. Ke.iener. General, hangars are a normal part of a public 
works bill. Do we understand that in this bill it is the construction 
of a hangar and not the purchase of a hangar that is involved? 

General Wasnpourne. There are both, Mr. Kelleher. For the 
hangars themselves, as they are shown, that is the actual construction 
of a large hangar. For the multipurpose docks, it involves the pur- 
chase of the materials and the erection of it. They run about ) 
thousand a piece. Now, there are still a third type of hangar shown 
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in this program where they are practically speaking, purchased equip- 
ment, and these are the erection costs. 

Mr. Keuxener. Is it not true that some 300 of the 70,000 dollar 
hangars were purchased out of equipment funds and without refer- 
ence to public works; is that correct ? 

a Wasnepourne. I will refer that to Colonel Rodenhauser, 
if I may. 

Colonel Ropenuauser. They are being purchased out of ’54 funds 
on a procurement account. 

Mr. Ketiener. Not public works? 

Colonel Ropenuavuser. They are what is known as the portable type 
of maintenance dock, which can be moved from place to place on 
the apron to accommodate various aircraft at various times. They 
are in no way comparable to hangars or to the so-called multipurpose 
cock which we build in the arctic climate. 

There are some of those being purchased for these stations, 

Now, in this program at Biggs, specifically, in addition to the large 
hangar that Congressman Brooks mentioned, we are asking here for 
two of what we call the warm climate docks, which are the open type 
for maintenance down in that area. They are not in any way com- 
parable to the cold climate dock which you would have at Limestone. 

Mr. Ketiener. Well, Colonel, to get an answer to the specific ques- 
tion, these 300, if that figure is correct, were purchased without refer- 
ence to military public works; is that cuneatl 

Colonel] Ropennavser. That is right. 

In the past, some of those had been procured through procurement 
account and this year, again, I don’t believe the number is quite 300, 
I think it has been reduced considerably from that, I don’t know 
what it is exactly, are being procured. I believe there are only about 
five of that type that are mixed up with the public-works program, this 
year. 

Mr. Ketiener. That are mixed up with it? 

Colonel Ropennauser. That is right. 

Mr. Ke.iener. But will you be getting any separately from the 
public-works program ? 

Colonel Ropennauser. Just the five that I mentioned. 

Mr. Ketiener. Just the five / 

Colonel Ropennavser. That is right. 

Mr. Ketiener. In the future, could the committee visualize that 
these will be included in public works ? 

Colonel Ropennavuser. I can’t answer that question, Mr. Kelleher, 
because it is a policy matter that I understand is under consideration 
at the OSD level. 

Mr. Vinson. Mr. Chairman, may I ask Mr. Kelleher: Do I under- 
stand the hangars are not in—— 

Mr. Ketxiener. These 300, if the figure is correct, were not in the 
military public works bill. That would be about $21 million, or 
300 times 70,000. 

Mr. Vinson. Where did they get the money ? 

Mr. Ketiener. Apparently out of equipment funds. 

Secretary Doucias. Might I make a comment ? 

Mr. Rivers. Well, they just charge that against the construction. 

Mr. No, sir. 

The Cuarmman. Secretary Douglas. 
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Secretary Dove as. I think we have the kind of problem that as law- 
yers we are sometimes familiar with, in dealing with fixtures and 
equipment that are not affixed to the real estate. There has been some 
question as to how these movable nose docks and wing docks should be 
handled for purposes of funding. 

The Office of the Comptroller of the Secretary of Defense approved 
the use of maintenance and operation funds and in the smaller cate- 
gory they are equipment funds out of 1954 funds to meet the require- 
ment for, I think, something like 140 of the docks that are referred to, 
rather than the larger number, although a larger number was at one 
time discussed. 

Mr. Keiieuer. I wonder where one would draw the line between 
a hangar that is a fixture and a hangar that isn’t. I imagine some 
prefab hangars, which can be pretty large, would be considered a 
fixture, and would be in here, while these others which are somewhat 
more movable, perhaps very much more movable, would not in here 
and the committee would not have an opportunity to hear about 
them. 

Secretary Dovetas. I think that is generally correct. 

Mr. Bares. Mr. Chairman ? 

The Cuarrman. Mr. Bates. 

Mr. Bares. General, one of the problems we have run into on 
hangars down through the years has been the question of some of 
them not being large enough as time goes on. Now, I had a gentle- 
man in my office the other morning and Mr. Hardy was there, on these 
Mitchell hangars. Are you familiar with those? 

General WasHBoURNE. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Bares. The diamond-shaped type. 

General WasHrourne. Yes, sir; I have seen them. 

Mr. Bares. I understand that the Marine Corps has one. 

General WasHpourNneE. Down at Cherry Point, I believe it is. 

Mr. Bares. Cherry Point. Would you like to give us your appraisal 
of these particular things. 

I understand the Air Force hasn’t any of them. 

General Wasnnourne. We have not built any with Air Force funds 
and they have not been selected by the Air Force in preference to the 
other models for our purposes. 

The basic feature of the Mitchell mobile hangar is that the two 
sides of it run in and out on rails; and when you want to put the air- 

lane in, you pull it apart. And when you want, of course, to close 
it, you slide the two pieces back together to provide completely en- 
closed maintenance space. 

The basic reason we did not choose that model was the size of Air 
Force airplanes and the usage of the cubic space that would be enclosed 
in that type of shelter. 

We have instead preferred the cantilever level to the clamshell effect 
of the Mitchell mobile hangars. 

Mr. Brooks. General, in further reference to Biggs—and I am not 
going to go into it—— 

Mr. Bares. Mr. Chairman? 

The Cuarrman. Mr. Bates has the floor. 

Mr. Bares. I don’t quite understand what you mean by the size. 
What problem did you have with size? 


4142 


General Wasurovrne. Well, the problem of course in providing 
hangars for the Air Force is for the heavy aircraft, the B—52 type, the 
B-36 type now. We find that that is accomplished better by the models 
of hangars that. we are developing than in the Mitchell designs. 

Mr. Bares. But why is that, General? That is what I don’t 
understand. 

General WasnsBourne. In the Mitchell design, we have the problem 
of moving the building. That is the basic principle. The building 
moves and the airplane sits down. Under the cantilever type hangars 
we are using in the program, we move the airplanes and the building 
stays still. I think that is the basic difference. 

Mr. Harpy. Which is the heavier? 

General Wasnrourne. Well, the building, I would say, is much 
heavier, Mr. Hardy. 

Mr. Harpy. I don’t know. 

Mr. Brooks. Now, Mr. Chairman, if I may? 

The Cuarrman. Mr. Brooks. 

Mr. Brooks. Going back, General, just a moment to the Biggs situ- 
ation—and as I say, I think probably before we go into it fully we 
ought to wait until we go into the bill and take up Biggs. But Mr. 
Roy Johnson and I were told that the movable hangars were not usable 
out there. So I just suggest that thought to you, because that has only 
been a week or ten days ago since we got that impression. 

General Wasusourne. I am not unaware, Mr. Brooks, of difficulty 
in these warm climates with sand and that sort of thing. 

Mr. Brooks. They said the sand was so bad out there they couldn’t 
use anything out of doors. They had to have a closed hangar. 

General _ Seeaaaanc I would like to check up that feature and 
develop it further in connection with Biggs to see if there has been an 
accepted change in the requirements there. 

(The information is as follows:) 


Biees Arr Force Base 


With reference to line item No. 5 for Biggs Air Force Base these warm-climate 
docks were designed primarily to provide covered protection against sun and 
rain. Counterbalanced structural framing encloses the working area which is 
primarily the engine sections of the aircraft. In order to make a maintenance 
facility of this type completely dustproof an airtight structure would have to 
be constructed. In all probability this would necessitate air conditioning Which 
would increase the cost tremendously. 

The Mr. Vinson. 

Mr. Vinson. Mr. Chairman, in view of what Mr. Kelleher said 
in reference to the movable hangars, as there is some doubt as to how 
to classify it in the department, I think it is a question that the com- 
mittee might cooperate in reaching a decision on, as a guidance to the 
department. 

From my viewpoint, if it is not attached to realty, it should not 
be so classified, and should be treated as usa and your money 
from that source should be used to provide for it. ; 

Mr. Harpy. Mr. Chairman, may I make an observation about that? 

The Cuairman. Yes. 

Mr. Harpy. It seems to me that from a legal standpoint, Mr. Vinson 
has a point. 
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But I don’t know how in the world this committee is going to 
know what is going on if you are going to be approving rigid type 
hangars in this bill and just turn them loose on what they buy under 
the so-called unattached buildings. 

I think you are going to have to handle all one way or the other. 
I don’t see how you can separate them like that. After all, these things 
are costing around, almost $1 million apiece, aren’t they ? 

Mr. $70,000. 

Secretary Doveras. About $70,000. 

Mr. $70,000. 

Secretary Dovcuas. Yes. 

Mr. Vinson. If the hangar is attached to the earth, or attached to 
the ground, then it becomes a part of the realty and should be taken 
care of in the public works bill. But if it is a movable hangar, on 
wheels, it is part of the maintenance of the organization 

The Equipment. 

Mr. Vinson. Equipment and should not be used in the public-works 
bill. 

Mr. Rivers. That is right. 

Mr. Vinson. You shouldn’t be dealing with it. It is entirely a 
separate way of approaching it. You can have a house that is movable 
and you can have one attached to the ground. 

Mr. Harpy. Do I understand, then, Mr. Chairman, that these things 
are mounted on wheels and you just tow them around as you please? 
There is no question of having any utilities attached to them or any- 
thing of that kind? 

General Wasneourne. Mr. Chairman, I wouldn’t like to represent 
that they are mobile to the extent that they are on wheels, but they 
are mobile and are movable and could be put at various places on 
the apron as the maintenance activities require. 

bam Harpy. Don’t you actually have to dismantle them to move 
them ¢ 

General Wasupourne. Well, you have to take pieces off, Mr. Hardy. 
As a matter of fact, I don’t think we have very many of the kind that 
we are trying to buy with 1954 funds yet. I am not personally fa- 
miliar with sac much you have to take them apart to move them. 
It would be my guess, based on the improvised models that I have seen, 
that they are connected up to utilities, that is, power and sometimes 
water and frequently compressed air, and that you do have to 
(lisconnect them and. move them a good deal like you would a big 
trailer with the wheels off. 

Mr. Vinson. As far as dollars and cents are concerned, it is the 
same, Mr. Chairman, whether it is taken care of in the public works 
bill or out of some other money. 

The Cuamman. Yes. 

Mr. Vinson. So let’s don’t delay the hearing on that point. 

The Carman. No. 

General Wasupourne. Mr. Chairman, we have armament electronic 
shops that will occur frequently in this program. They are large 
specialized shops, provided one for each medium bombardment wing 
and a larger model for each heavy wing, for the specialized mainte- 
— and overhaul of the armament electronic components of the air- 
cra 


4 


4144 

That is a major business. Basically, the jet bombers are maintained 
by taking large assemblies out of the siepiine and taking them into 
the shop and fixing them and putting them back into the airplane, 
instead of taking off a small piece or having a gang of men working on 
the airplane. 

The barracks: I will not develop that further. I believe the com- 
mittee is familiar with the barracks and the requirements or numbers. 
We have a 70 percent factor which we use for determining the require- 
ments, 

The Cuarrman. Mr. Hess. 

Mr. Hess. I was going to ask, General. I note there in the first 
column you say airmen 3,510, and down below you say barracks 3,717. 
I wondered what the discrepancy was. 

General Wasusourne. Yes, sir. That was developed by accepting 
a 70 percent factor for the requirement on bachelor airmen being in 
barracks. 

Base warehousing is required based on the supply level of the base 
and the character of the supply mission. Generally, on the medium 
bomb stations, you need over 200,000 square feet and for the heavy 
stations, slightly under 200,000 square feet. 

For the other missions, correspondingly less. The minimum size 
is the 40,000 square feet standard for the fighter interceptor. 

I will not _ anything more about these categories of construction 
except to say that they are the places where the big money is in this 
program and that they will recur on a great many of the bases—not 
all, but where they are required they will be priced in accordance with 
these requirements. 

Mr. Rivers. May I inquire, Mr. Chairman, right there? 

The Cuatrman. Yes. 

Mr. Rivers. Now, of these bases contained in this breakdown here, 
General, what percentage of them are classified as permanent or 25- 
year construction, that is for the barracks and so forth? Would it be 
the SAC bases, the TAC bases, or the Air Defense Command ¢ 

General Wasnsovrne. There is no classification as to one command 
over the other. I would estimate, Mr. Rivers, that three-fourths of 
the bases in this book are classified as permanent. 

Mr. Rivers. Will be permanent. 

General Wasupourne. Yes, sir. 

For instance, the Strategic Air Command has several bases in here 
that are not classified as permanent. I could name Lake Charles, 
Lincoln, Sedalia—just to mention three. The Air Defense Command 
is the same way. Some of their bases are permanent and many of 
them are not. 

Mr. Rivers. The reason I ask that question: It has to do with the 
programing of the barracks for the enlisted men, the dormitories you 
call them. 

For a little bit more, you can make a 25-year building out of a 10- 
year building. 

General Wudencomns. In the initial construction; the difference in 
cost is not very great, but if you build up the 10-year models and 
then have to change them over later, the cost is substantial. 

Mr. Rivers. I am talking about the original construction. 

General Wasnsourne. Yes, sir. There is very little difference. 


Mr. Rivers. There is very little difference. 
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General WasHBourNe. Sometimes 3, 5, 8, 10 percent, something like 
that, does the job. 

Mr. Rivers. For 10 percent more, they can make a 25-year base out 
of a 10-year base. 

Mr. WickersHam. Wouldn't that be advantageous, Mr. Chairman ? 

Mr. Vinson. Mr. Chairman?! May I ask a question along that line? 

How many bases did you say in the bill are classified as permanent 
bases and how many are temporary bases ¢ 

General Wasueourne. I made the rough estimate, Mr. Vinson, that 
about three-fourths of them were permanent. I would like to check 
it up exactly. About three-fourths. 

( The information is as follows :) 

Of 155 in ZI 98 permanent and 57 semipermanent. 

Of 14 in OS 11 permanent and 3 semipe-manent. 

Mr. Vinson. Why is it necessary, when we are stabilizing the Air 
Force, as we are doing every year by law, to continue to have so many 
temporary bases? Why can’t you reach a decision that what you are 
using with your 137 wings are permanent bases ¢ 

Mr. Rivers. That is right. 

That is what you ought to do. 

Mr. Vinson. And let the country know that these are permanent 
bases and you are going to build around it and your Air Force is 
centered around these bases. 

General WasuxourNe. I believe the Air Force is in a position to 
about do that, Mr. Chairman. 

Mr. Vinson. Well, why shouldn’t we do it in this bill right now? 

Mr. Rivers. You should do it. 

Mr. Vinson. What is the use of going out here, and spending large 
sums of money on bases and then in about 2 or 3 years some new Sec- 
retary comes in and some new Air Force groups are running the show 
down here and they say they don’t like it and want to move it? 

Now, that is what is going on. 

The Cuarnan. A terrific waste of money. 

Mr. Vinson. Now, Mr. Chairman, let me get this across here. What 
is your peacetime objective of the total number of wings? We have 
137 groups that we are building up to in 1957. Now, is that your 
peacetime objective or is it 142 wings? 

Secretary Siitieiis: It is 137, sir, to be attained in 1957. 

The CrHarrman. 1957. 

Mr. Vinson. All right. Now, in 1957, as a peacetime objective, 
then we will level off there; is that correct? 

Secretary Doveras. That is the present program. 

Mr. Vinson. That is your present program. 

And all these bases, both temporary and permanent, are tied into 
that, is that it? 

General WasHeourne. That is correct. 

Mr. Vinson. All right. 

Then why should you have any bases that are classified as tempo- 
rary? Let’s make them all permanent. Because there is a great deal 
of advantage in making them permanent. For instance, you could 

ve— 

Secretary Doveras. Might I make a comment, Mr. Vinson? I am 
in full agreement with the suggestion that we should give serious con- 
sideration to making all the bases permanent. 
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However, it occurs to me that we have very special problems still 
at certain bases. For instance, I notice that Lake Charles is in this 
program and we have a problem of purchasing real estate at Lake 
Charles. We have a program there which requires a substantial in- 
crease in the length of the runway. 

We now find that that base is not as far from the city of Lake 
Charles as we would like to have it or have any similar base, and 
that the probable cost of the real estate presents a very difficult prob- 
lem for approval. 

Now, I don’t know the perfect answer to how we work out a situation 
like that. We try to use the best judgment we can. If we have a 
favorable development with respect to our ability to buy the real 
estate we may come up with one answer. If one of the approving 
agencies says that they will not go along and that we should change 
the program, it would then be necessary to modify our use of that 
base. And when you have not one but probably several situations like 
that, I think it is impossible to oversimplify the program by saying 
we will build everything on a permanent basis everywhere. 

We would certainly like to build everything we can on a permanent 


is. 

Mr. Vinson. Well, Mr. Secretary and Mr. Chairman, why shouldn’t 
they merely expand the present facilities of the temporary bases, if 
necessary todoso? What I am driving at is to stop you from running 
git over the country and abandoning this base and building some new 


: rgimng Dove.as. We don’t look, sir, as if we were going to do it 
right now, 
r. Vinson. Well, you have been in the habit of doing it quite 
frequently in the past. 

Mr. Rivers. Mr. Chairman, the chairman and I went to Myrtle 
Beach, S. C., and saw Myrtle Airbase very recently. And the chair- 
man was very explicit. He said to the townspeople, “Are you willing 
to cooperate with the Air Force, are you going to give them every- 
thing they need if they come in here?” and they said, “Yes; we will 
give them everything they need.” 

He spoke about real estate, and the chairman can verify this: 
When you go into Myrtle Beach you ought to know right now or any 
other time what the townspeople are going to give you, whether you 
are going to expand it, or whether you are too close to the city limits 
and you don’t want to go in there. 

But the initial expenditures, Mr. Secretary, is just as much as 
moving out bag and baggage. 

Secretary Dove.as. That is right. 

But sometimes we are there already and sometimes the town has 
grown up on us. 

Mr. Rivers. I understand that. I realize that very fully. Mr. 
Cunningham has brought that out. 

Secretary Dove.as. That is right. 

Mr. Rivers. But even that would be cheaper than to go out and 
duplicate that base somewhere else. And then as Mr. Vinson says, 
if you get a permanent base for 25 years, you can get Wherry housing, 

ou see. 
- Secretary Dovenas. Which is very important from our point of 
view. 
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Mr. Rivers. A very important thing. 

General Wasupourne. Mr. Chairman, about half of the interceptor 
squadrons are located on municipal airports where their problems of 
building permanent owned Government installations are very hard to 
sell under the arrangements we have with them. 

Mr. Vinson. I think, Mr. Chairman, it is matter that the committee 
can have considerable control over. Because we can watch these bills 
and as they come in we can say, “How come you can’t utilize this activ- 
ity and increase the present activity to take care of the situation?” 

Now, Mr. Chairman, while—— 

The Cuatrman. You let a huge field down at Hope, Ark., go to 
Little Rock. 

Mr. Brooks. Mr. Chairman, in reference to what the Secretary said 
about Lake Charles—I am familiar with that—that base there was 
abandoned for years and the local people built considerable construc- 
tion on the field and they made other arrangements for the use of it. 
Then the Air Force comes in again and gets them off at considerable 
trouble and—some little friction gets them off the base, and they say 
that is what they want. 

It seemed to me, as the Chairman said, that the Air Force should 
know what it wants, and when it does find out what it wants they 
ought to go ahead and stabilize. 

Mr. Vinson. Mr. Chairman. 

The Cuarrman. Yes. 

Mr. Vinson. May I make this statement ? 

It is understood, then, by 1957, if there is peace in the country, we 
hope to level off at 137 wings? 

eretary Douauas. Yes, sir 
Roos Vinson. All your public works program is being built around 
that. 

Now, I don’t want to put this in the record, but I want to call it 
to the attention of the committee—— 

The Cuamman. Off the record. 

(Discussion off the record.) 

The CuarrMan. On the record. 

Secretary Dovenas. Mr. Chairman, might I just make one comment 
on the figures that you have just recited, Mr. Vinson. About $402 
million, I think, of the $7,300,000,000 that you referred to was can- 
celed last year. Then you are entirely correct that I indicated the 
need for appropriations, according to our present estimates, of some 
$800 million in 1956 and something approaching $500 million in 1957. 

But as far as authorizations are concerned, it is quite possible that 
as the case this year we would be able to use through reprograming 
a substantial amount of existing authorizations. I don’t think that 
is particularly important to the overall problem, except to indicate 
that the total of authorizations does not really tie into what is pro- 
posed be spent due to the changes that have taken place over this 
period of years. 

Mr. Vinson. Well, Mr. Chairman, we shouldn’t be authorizing 
unless we look forward to it being spent. 

Secretary Doveras. That is right. 

Mr. Vinson. For that very reason, before these hearings are over, I 
hope you will have Mr. McNeil to come up and find out how much we 
are actually going to spend, so we can know what we are doing. 
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Now, I want to take up no more time, Mr. Chairman. I got it 
all off my mind, that I wanted to say. I suggest we leave this item 
and let’s go on. 

General Wasueournr. Mr. Chairman, at this time—— 

Mr. Vinson. And all mine is off the record, Sam. 

General Wasurourne. Mr. Chairman, at this time, I would like to 
have the representatives of the Director of Operations take over and 
mei to you the operational requirements of the Air Force for bases, 

ow the size has been changed, the composition of the change and 
the bases that are being used by the three tactical commands—strate- 
gic air command, tactical air command, and air defense command. 

Mr. Cunninenam. Mr. Chairman, could I ask the General one 
question before we start ? 

The Cuarrman. Yes. 

Mr. Cunntneuam. General, I notice in your prepared statement 
that was inserted in the record at the bottom of page 7, this sentence: 

Several bases previously authorized by this committee have not been built 
because the necessary land acqnisition can’t be made. 

Could you sometime before you are finished tell us what these bases 
are, and why the land acquisitions can’t be made? 
(The information is as follows :) 


Mavsor Consrruction Detays Dur to Rear Estate 


Construction delays due to lack of real estate are divided into the 
following three categories: 

Category I.—Bases not yet built due to lack of real estate. 

Category II.—Bases where construction was appreciably delayed 
due to lack of real estate but now under construction. 

Category I1I.—Bases where essential construction is still delayed 
due to lack of real estate. 

This list includes only major delays and does not represent a com- 
plete listing of all items delayed due to real estate. 


Cost of 
Base Acres R/E cost | construction | Category 

delayed 
800 $656,000 | $24, 460, 000 1 
hd 880.5 699, 000 1, 133, 000 8 
20. 82 28, 559 786, 000 2 
528 257, 000 12, 884, 000 3 
Bunker Hill '___- 540 471, 400 | 7, 470, 400 3 
215 89, 500 155, 000 3 
Lake Charles 20.32 64, 150 709, 000 3 
555 } 89, 000 129, 000 3 
Newcastle 120 51, 000 94, 000 3 
Greenville 214 107,000 | $24, 000 3 
Carswell... 338. 2 2, 073, 718 968, 000 2 
Dover 170 72, 600 | 983, 000 3 
Plattsburg 3, 664 2, 480,000 | 30, 755, 000 2 
A 538 189, 100 3, 381, 000 3 
on 53, 200 7, 443, 000 2 
744 427, 266 6, 311, 000 2 


! Real estate now cleared by Armed Services Committee, and R. E. Directive issued. In 
acquisition by OCE. 
2 Real estate now in fiscal year 1955 program. 
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General Wasiinourne. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Cunnincuam. It is just a general statement. You have no 
explanation of it in your statement. 

General Wasusourne. I will be glad to do that at the proper time. 

Mr. Cunnineuam. That is all, Mr. Chairman. 

The Carman. Very well, General. 

Colonel Moore. I am Colonel Moore, Directorate of Operations, 
USAF Headquarters. 

Mr. Chairman, and members of the committee, it is my purpose to 
present to you the airbase requirements for the 137-wing Air Force 
and to relate those requirements to the public works authorization 
request which is before you for consideration. 

I would like to point out that my presentation is classified and 
request that it be off the record. 

he Very vell. 

Mr. Vinson. Wait, Mr. Chairman. 

Before you do that, let me offer the suggestion that we put General 
Washbourne’s charts in the record. We can break them dueil You 
can put those charts in, because that will give a good picture of the 
overall situation. 

General Wasnnourne. Very well, sir. 

The Cuatrman. Some of those are classified / 

General Wasnpourne. Yes, sir, some of the information is, Mr. 
Chairman. We would like to put them in the record, subject to editing 
the content for security classification. 

Mr. Vinson. The whole purpose I had was to help the Appropria- 
tions Committee. Let’s make out a good record as we go along and 


make a good meta, | That is the whole purpose of my statement. 
Mr. 


The CHatrMan. Smart? 

Mr. Smarr. Mr. Chairman, the entire hearing is in executive ses- 
sion. Now, the record that is being made here is obviously going to 
be of continuing value to the committee staff and to the committee. I 
think even though it is off the record—and let them so say as to the 
degree of classification—it ought to be put in this printed record, 
because we can keep it in the safe. 

Mr. Vinson. Certainly. 

Mr. Smarr. For printing purposes, let them edit a copy for printing 
but at least have a record here of what is said, classified or unclassi- 
fied. Put it in the record. 

Mr. Vinson. That is right. We need a record. 

General WasuBourne. That is entirely agreeable. 

The CHarrman. All right. 

Colonel Moorr. Mr. Chairman—— 

The Cuamrman. Then you can feel perfectly free to talk, Colonel. 

Colonel Moore. Yes, sir. 

The Cuarmman. It will be kept confidential. 

‘Ehe Cuatrman. Proceed. 

Colonel Moore, I would like to point out that the strategic con- 
cepts and the operational doctrine upon which the 137-wing force is 
based are the same as for the 143-wing air force. 

My first series of charts—I will show you the composition of the 
137-wing program. It is made up of strategic forces, air defense 
forces, nat tactical forces, including airlift units. 
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The columns to the right, here, indicate the phased build-up of the 
137-wing program to a 137-wing force by the end of fiscal year 1957. 
_ This chart shows the air defense command units, their deployment 
in the zone of the interior, and base requirement for those units. 

In establishing our air defense system consideration has been given 
to providing a screen across the northern border of the United States. 
Also consideration has been given to the principles of defense in depth. 

(Deleted for security.) 

In addition, where the individual target requires, we have provided 
specific defense without regard to geographical location. 

(Deleted for security.) 

Mr. Rivers. What about Charleston ? 

Colonel Moore. There is also a defense unit at Charleston. 

(Deleted for security.) 

Mr. Suarer. What about the one at Traverse City, Mich.? You 
have two there in the northern part of the State? Why the two and 
why at those locations? 

Mr. Ketiener. In Michigan, Colonel. 

Mr. Suarer. Taking into consideration you have other property 
in Michigan. 

Colonel Moore. Mr. Chairman, if it pleases the committee, a little 
bit later in my presentation I am prepared to go into the more detail 
on these specific areas and I have charts for that purpose. I would 
like to defer that question until I get to those charts. 

Mr. Suarer. It is perfectly all right with me. But I want to know 
about that, all about that. 

Mr. Rivers. Mr. Chairman, I wanted to ask this question in that 
connection ¢ 

The Cuarrman. All right. 

Mr. Rivers. The reason I mentioned Charleston—it makes no dif- 
ference about that. But it is a new thinking which has developed. 
They told us no longer than a year ago that the southeastern United 
States was the only part of the Nation safe from long-range bombers— 
down in that area: At that time, I asked about the [delete] plant 
on the Savannah River. They said, “No bomber could get there.” 
I see now that the thinking has changed a little and they realize now 
that maybe bombers can get in that far corner of the country, south- 
eastern United States. 

Colonel Moore. Mr. Rivers, we have to continually evaluate the 
enemy’s capability in reaching us or any part of our country. Of 
course they are improving just as we are. 

Mr. Rivers. Of course I am glad to see you are doing that. 

The Cuarrman. Mr. Brooks. 

Mr. Brooks. Mr. Chairman, I want, too, to ask this question. In 
cutting back, Colonel, from 143-wing force to 137, did we weaken in 
any way the ADC? 

olonel Moore. No, sir. I might point out that in the ADC pro- 
gram itself, the requirement for additional air defense units was 
recognized and that we do have a greater number of air defense inter- 
ceptors in this program, 

r. Brooks. In your judgment, are we now well defended by ADC 
units. 

Colonel Moore. I will say that we are as well defended as we can 
be with the forces available to the Air Force. 
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Mr. Vinson. Mr. Chairman, may I ask a question. 
The CuHarrman. Yes. 

Mr. Vinson. Point out on the map, if you please, Colonel, the new 
ADC bases. 

Colonel Moore. Mr. Vinson, could I defer that question also until 
I get to a chart / 

r. Vinson. All right. 

Colonel Moore. Which highlights—— 

Mr. Vinson. That is a very important question to me. I want to 
know the new ones and I want to know where they are located. 

Colonel Moore. Yes, sir. The new ADC defense squadrons are 
based in the Traverse City area, at K. I. Sawyer, at Fargo, Bismarck, 
Glasgow, Klamath Falls, and the southern California area. 

The Crarmman. Mr. Johnson. 

Mr. Jounson. Colonel—— 

Mr. Suarer. Just a moment. 

Pardon me just a minute. 

Those are the new ones? 

Colonel Moore. Yes, those are the new ADC bases. 

Mr. Suarer. Well, Traverse City, K. I. Sawyer at Marquette, and 
how about the one at Oscoda ? 

Colonel Moore. There is no new base at Oscoda, sir. 

Mr. Suarer. What do you call that base there? 

General WasHnourNneE. The name is Wurtsmith, Mr. Shafer. It will 
have a two-squadron operation there, but it has been in operation for 
several years. 

Mr. Suarer. That is National Guard? 

General WasHpourne. No, sir. It is a regular Air Force installa- 
tion. It has National Guard summer activities there, but it is basically 
a regular establishment. 

Mr. SHarer. What have you done with Pellston, Mich. ? 

Colonel Moore. Pellston, Mich., is in Traverse City area. You 
will note that we have listed this as an area requirement and that is 
still under consideration within the Air Force as to which specific 
base in that area we are going to go to. 

Mr. Suarer. You mean to say you are considering Pellston, too, 
along with the other ¢ 

Colonel Moore. It wouldn’t be an addition to Traverse City, sir. 

Mr. Suarer. Well. You might still put this base in on property 
we already have. 

Colonel Moore. That is being considered. 

The Cuatmman. Mr. Johnson. 

Mr. Smarer. You should. 

The Cuatrman. Mr. Johnson. 

Mr. Jounson. Colonel, in addition to that row of bases all across 
the northern boundary, do we have any bases north of there and south 
and east of Alaska, that the Americans operate ? 

(Deleted for security.) 

Mr. Jonnson. In other words, you have a radar screen up there 
and you think they can give adequate warning to these bases along 
the northern border of the United States and take care of it. 

Colonel Moore. Yes, sir; that is correct. 

Mr. Jounson. Is that right? 
Colonel Moore. That is right. 


Mr. Rivers. Mr. Chairman, may I ask this question in connection 
with the ADC. 

Now, the Army is developing the Nike and other missiles of de- 
struction for the same purpose, of defending the cities and the home- 
land. Is there any sort of a coordination between the Army’s thinking 
and the installation of these costly Nike and the ADC setup? Is there 
any sort of a liaison between them ? 

Colonel Moore. Yes, sir, there is. 

The Air Force is working in conjunction with the Army on this 
problem. They are working together in the headquarters with the 
Army on the problem of locating these units. 

Mr. Rivers. Well, can you envision a time when the Army could 
cause you to move an ADC base out of a certain area because—you are 
not willing to agree that the Army has something that can do the job 
they claim it can do? 

Because it is duplication of effort, really. 

Colonel Moore. I am not qualified to evaluate in detail or techni- 
cally, the Army’s air defense capability. 

Mr. Rivers. But you are going ahead irrespective of that. 

Secretary Dovexas. No, sir. 

(Off the record.) 

(P. 188 and part of p. 189 of typed manuscript deleted for security.) 

Mr. Vinson. Well, the testimony, I think of General Vandenberg 
years ago, was that a certain percent of all these get through. You 
can’t hit them all. But that is good enough. 

Now, may I ask the colonel a question, Mr. Chairman ? 

Go back to your new ADC stations. Where is the first one now ? 

I couldn’t follow you. You went too fast. 

Colonel Moore. The first station, sir, is in the Traverse City area. 

Mr. Vinson. All right. 

Colonel Moorr. Michigan. 

Mr. Vinson. All right. 

Now, I want to ask this question about each one. Is there any 
present air force facilities that could be utilized in that vicinity in- 
stead of building a new establishment at that point ? 

Colonel Moore. Not within this particular area, sir. 

Mr. Vinson. Well, now, when you say area, area doesn’t amount to 
very much with a 600-mile-an-hour plane. 

olonel Moore. I would like to put up another chart here. 

Mr. Vinson. I think, Mr. Chairman, we ought to develop, in estab- 
lishing these new ones, if there are any facilities that could have been 
used or can be enlarged instead of building these new ones. 

The Cuatrman. That is what we want to do. 

Mr. Suarer. That is right. 

Mr. Vinson. That is exactly the point raised by Mr. Shafer. I 
think on each one of them, somebody ought to try to find it out. 
Somebody ought to inquire and we ought to have a case, tight, that 
there is no other place and it is absolutely forced by necessity to build 
a new one. 

Colonel Moore. Mr. Vinson, in determining where these ADC units 
are to be located, several factors are considered. One, what is the 
area we are going to protect. 

Two, what are the forces already protecting that area. 
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Three, what kind of unit do we have available to put in there and 
what is the capability of our unit, that unit, in conjunction with our 
radar control in that area. 

(Deleted for security.) 

In determining a specific point which requires defense, we can’t 
always set the unit exactly on that point. However, we have de- 
termined that we are limited in how far from that point we can move 
and still retain the full capability of the unit going in. 

(Deleted for security.) 

Secretary Doueias. Colonel, I think you should explain that. 

Mr. Suarer. It gives you a lot of leeway. 

Colonel Moore. For each one of these units, we require radar con- 
trol. This is what we call our GCI, or ground control intercept. 

This control area extends only a limited distance. If we move this 
fighter intercept unit too far from our desired point, we lose much of 
the capacility and ability of coordinate between the GCI and the 
actual interceptor that is going up to intercept any enemy coming in. 

Now, if we go out of the ____ area, we run into a new problem. We 
begin to wonder if we have to go that far away can we accomplish the 
job that we have to accomplish here, and it is entirely possible that we 
hava another area which then has a higher priority, because we can 
realize the full capability of that fighter-interceptor unit. 

Mr. Vinson. Notwithstanding the fact that there might be other 
Air Force facilities in the radius ____, on account of mechanism or 
whatever it is for detecting it, you have to put it within the radius. 

Colonel Moore. If we are going to realize the capability of that 
unit, sir. 

Mr. Vinson. How close is the nearest Air Force installation to this 
city you are talking about now? 

Colonel Moore. I believe the closest one would be in Kinross. 

Mr. Vinson. How far is that away, in land-miles? How far is it 
away from it? 

Colonel Moore. I believe it is just about a hundred miles, isn’t it? 

Mr. Suarer. Your nearest one is Pellston. That is right up in the 
tip of the mitten there. 

Colonel Moore. Yes. 

Mr. Suarer. It is the tip of the Lower Peninsula. We call it mitten. 
It is right up at the tip of the Lower Peninsula. You tell me that is 
60 miles from Traverse City ? 

Colonel Moore. I didn’t understand the question, sir. 

Mr. Smarer. Is Pellston 60 miles from Traverse City? You say 
you can come in that area there ? 

Colonel Moorr. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Suarer. You can have an installation within 60 miles? 

Colonel Moorr. Yes, sir. 

Mr..$ua4rer. Certainly Pellston isn’t 60 miles from Traverse City. 

Colonel Moore. It is‘approximately 60 miles, sir. 

Mr. Suarer. Well, that is what I say. 

Colonel Moorr. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Suarer. Of course—now, you have another installation that 
has been deactivated at Battle Creek, Fort Custer—— 

Colonel Moore. Yes, sir. 
Mr. Suarer. Kellogg Field. 
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Has that been given any consideration ¢ 

Colonel Moore. It was considered, sir, but we immediately have to 

t away from that because then we are violating all of our coneept in 
aasiresta, these units. The unit won’t do the job it is supposed to if it 
is located that far south, and we are not strengthening our defense as 
we should be. 

Mr. Suarer. Well, then, what are you doing with these fields down 
in Ohio, around through there? 

Colonel Moore. Sir, I mentioned when I started my presentation 
that we have recognized the principles of defense in le th. We do 
need defense in depth here. We want to be able to start hitting these 
people, our enemy, as soon as we can = them up on the northern 
approaches. We want to fight them all the way down, rather than at 
the bomb release line. We want to knock them down before they re- 
lease the bombs. 

It is to our advantage, starting with our target, to put those units 
as far north on the approach as we can. However, we do have the 
requirement for the units here to give us our defense in depth so that 
we are fighting them all the way in. 

Mr. Vinson. Mr. Chairman, may I ask one question. 

Mr. Suarer. [ still can’t understand that. 

Mr. Vinson. You examined that whole area and concluded it was 
the proper place and you could not utilize any present government 
facilities; is that right? 

Colonel Moore. Yes, sir, that is our conclusion. 

(Deleted for security.) 

Mr. Vinson. Notwithstanding the fact that we have air installations 
very close by, on account of the other factors it must go within this 
designated area ¢ 

Colonel Moore. That is correct, sir. 

Mr. Vinson. Now, that same thing follows in reference to all the 
other new ones that you are establishing, the same line of reasoning? 

Colonel Moore. Generally, yes, sir. 

(Deleted for seéurity. ) 

Mr. Vinson. That is all I wanted, Mr. Chairman. 

Mr. Suarer. I still want to know just how much consideration has 
been given the field at Battle Creek, Kellogg Airfield, in connection 
with it. You have all these fields around there. Here you have a 
base—they have just extended the runways. You have an excellent 
base there. You have housing, you have everything right there. I 
can’t understand why that can’t come into this picture in some way. 

General Wasneourne. Mr. Shafer, the Kellogg Field at Battle 
Creek has been considered by the Air Force during the entire buildup 
since 1950. It has the disadvantage, one of the worst disadvantages 
that any base has, in the immediate outskirts of a large city. 

And one of the biggest problems the Air Force has is trying to 
introduce jet operations in the immediate vicinity of populated areas. 

The field at Kellogg is very near the downtown area of the town 
and the runways can’t be extended without almost protruding into 
the city limits. 

The city has built up around Kellogg since it was closed in 1946 and 
that is one of the big reasons why we do not like to put the jet operation 
of any mission into Kellogg as an overriding consideration because 
it exists. 


Now, as Colonel Moore pointed out 

Mr. Suarer. I would just like to disagree with you there, that the 
runways can’t be still further extended. Because they have been 
extended. In the last year of two, they have been extended. 

General Wasneourne. Mr. Shafer, it is true that the runways at 
Kellogg can be physically extended as far as the ground is concerned. 
We have to go ‘near the railroads and near the highways. But the 
biggest trouble is that when you run out at the end of the pavement, 
you don’t have free sky space left to fly in without danger to the 
surrounding community. That is the point. 

Mr. Suarer. All right. 

Let’s compare that with Traverse City. Your proposed base there 
at Traverse City is just a few minutes out of the city. It is only 
4 miles from the Interlocken Music Camp, which is the National 
Music School, where they have 3,000 children every summer studying 
music, with great symphony orchestras and so forth. 

General WasHeourne. I would like to develop both of those points, 
if I might, sir. 

In the first place, the nearness to the community: the existing 
field at Traverse City is right in town. The Coast Guard is using it. 
The Navy has a limited use of it. But the difficulty of that field as far 
as operating new air force jets was the fact that it is right in town so 
to speak. That is the reason why we couldn’t come to an immediate 
conclusion that that was the place for this mission. 

Now, in going to looking at sites within the nearest place to the 
center of the circle, which was Traverse City, we came across the 
problem of the Interlocken Musical Festival. 

Dr. Maddy—I don’t know his exact initials, but anyway, he is the 
man who runs it—made the initial representation that flying in that 
area would interfere with the music festivals. But in the last few 
days, Dr. Maddy has informed the Secretary of Defense and Mem- 
bers of Congress that he is withdrawing his objections. 

A base in that general area would not be meconsistent with the 
activity of that thing and all the other out-of-door activities in the 
community. 

Mr. Suarer. Well, it seems to me that there is plenty of land up 
there. That is valuable land, farmland around Traverse City. Any- 
where around there is valuable farmland. There are great cherry 
orchards there. It is a great resort country. Inland just a little way 
you could go right out in the “slashings,” as we call them out there, 
and find plenty of land, good, level land for an air base, if you have 
to put a new one in there. 

still think you could go to Pellston and have just what you would 
want. 

General Wasupourne. All of the sites within the Traverse City 
operational area have been considered and are still being considered. 

The Air Force and the Air Defense Command headquarters from 
Colorado Springs have sent survey parties up there, and have looked 
at the several sites, some are existing and some would be new develop- 
ments. That isthe reason we still call Traverse City area the location. 

And that is in the book for the committee’s consideration as an 
area requirement. 

Mr. Suarer. Certainly, before I accede to anything like this I am 
going to ask that the chairman send some of the members of the 
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Armed Services Committee wp there with me. I can show them the 
land. Go right up there with some of the natives that know some- 
thing about it. 

Mr. Netson. Mr. Chairman? 

The Cuarmman. Mr. Nelson. 

Mr. Netson. Colonel, can you give us the basis of this ---- radius 
criteria? Are you establishing an air defense on the basis of air- 
fields ____ miles apart, or what is the reason ¢ 

General Wasnsourne. Colonel Moore. 

Colonel Moore. Yes, sir. As I explained before, in order to be 
able to intercept with our present day interceptors, we must have radar 
control. The relationship of the geographical site of this base to the 
geographical location of our GCI or control station is one of the gov- 
erning factors in siting our air defense units. 

We have to stay within certain limits of that GCI site if we are 
going to be able to realize the full capability of our air defense unit. 

(Off the record.) 

General Wasupourne. I don’t think that ought to go into the record. 

The Cuareman. Off the record. 

(Discussion off the record.) 

The Cuatrman. On the record. 

Mr. Mr. Chairman ? 

The Cratrman. Mr. Kilday. 

Mr. Kirpay. Mr. Chairman, before we decide on this and other 
items, particularly in the Air Defense Command, I think—I want 
to know, and IT think the committee is going to want to know, the 
responsibility which we are accepting in connection with making that 
decision. 

Mr. WicxersHam. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Kirpay. The way I look at this thing here, it seemsvas if this is 
about the first time we have had the problem of defending ourselves 
since the old coast defenses, the old Coast Artillery thing, and the 
Army defenses. 

I would like to know whether we are now reaching a whole lot the 
same situation that you have in ground forces of strategic and tactical 
oe that an army commander might have in the deployment 
of his divisions in order to protect the ground area assigned to him. 

We have relied on oceans and such in the past. 

Now, we are in a field, I am afraid, of strategic and tactical 
responsibility. 

We might reach the — that we will have to determine whether 
the music festival and the cherries are more important than the 
defense. 

I would suppose that before we are finished we should hear the man 
with absolute responsibility, perhaps the commanding general of 
the Aid Defense Command, or reaybe the Chief of Staff himself. 

The Cratran. Yes. 

Mr. Kizpay. This is a heavy responsibility. It is a field ‘that we 
religiously stayed out of in the past because we were never called 
upon to do it. There was never a necessity for it. We couldn’t have 
told Eisenhower how to storm the beaches in Normandy or, after he 
was there, where to put his armies and divisions. 


[ 


4157 


I am very much afraid we are reaching the point where we are 
going to have to determine whether this is the strategic and tactical 
concept and therefore, the area in which we can’t go. 

Mr. Devereux. Mr. Chairman. 

The Cuatrman. General Deveraux. 

Mr. Devernux. Colonel, following the concept of our deployment 
in depth, why have you not deployed some of your interceptors up 
into Canada 

(Deleted for security.) 

Mr. Devereux. Well, as it is now, of course, your interceptors will 
not contact these bombers until they have almost reached the bomb 
defense line. That is on the northern border. However, if you had 
been deployed—now I followed some of General Kenny’s thinking on 
that—if you were deployed up into Canada, then you would have a 
greater opportunity of following the bombers down and probably get 
many more kills than you would otherwise. 

(Deleted for security.) 

Mr. Devereux. All right. 

Now, there is another thought that has been presented which I would 
like to develop if possible. The question of having a patrol of radar 
equipped planes flying across the northern part of the continent in 
order to have pickups much sooner, and if they have the pickups then 
to be able to follow the enemy down and assist in bringing your 
interceptors on to the target. 

Colonel Moore. I might point out one thing. The picture I showed 
you of our radar coverage on the previous chart is a schematic picture, 
and it does not show our complete radar program. 

( Delete for security. ) 

We feel right now that with ground radar, which we have pro- 
gramed into these northern areas, we will have adequate coverage. 

Mr, Devereux. Thank you. 

Mr. Rivers. May I inquire right there about this GCI, in following 
out Mr. Nelson. 

Do you have any GCI that can penetrate an area greater than 

(Delete for security.) 

Mr. Smarr. Off the record. 

(Discussion off the record.) 

Mr. SHarer. Now, you are coming right back to the point I made. 
You have facilities—— 

(Delete for security.) 
and still they go over to Traverse City. That is the point I have tried 
to make. It isn’t a question of whether we are going to have music 
festivals or anything like that. 

But why disturb music festivals and agriculture and production by 
going toa place where we have facilities nearby. 

Mr. Bennerr. Didn’t he answer that off the record by saying there 
are reasons why he shouldn’t, and should do that at Traverse City ? 

Mr. Suarer. Well, they have given us the reason why we should go 
there because it is a very strategic point. 

But they say we can still go within—— 

(Delete for security.) 
miles of that, and get the same results. 

The Cuamman. Mr. Wickersham. 
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Mr. WickersHam. Mr. Chairman, in view of the fact that there are 
some of these items the Air Force needs to be moving along on, and 
in view of the fact that the House perhaps may adjourn as a matter 
of business after Monday evening, I think if we could proceed to let 
these gentlemen continue and sit this afternoon as well as tomorrow, 
Saturday, in the morning and afternoon both, we can get through with 
the Air Force, Army, Navy and the Marine Corpe and complete the 
hearings by Monday. 

The Cuarrman. I want to announce now that the Navy and the 
Army will be heard after the Easter recess. If we finish with the 
ae 8 orce before we take our recess next week, we will be doing very 
well. 

Mr. Vinson. That is right. 

Mr. Rivers. Under no conditions will the Army and Navy be heard 
before Easter ¢ 

The Cuairman. The representatives from the Navy here will bear 
that inmind. We will not hear the Army and the Navy on the public 
works bill, this construction bill, until after the Easter recess, which 
will be the 26th or 27th of April. 

Mr. Vinson. May I ask one question? 

The Cuamman. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Vinson. How long will it take you to construct and put into 
operation the new ADC’s referred to in this bill? Now you pointed 
out how important this one is. Now how long is the gap going to be 
open in there? How nee 

General Wasueourne. Mr. Chairman, I would estimate that if this 


construction is approved and funded by the Congress prior to adjourn- 


ment, we can begin construction of this station im 5 months and com- 
plete it about August or September of next year. 

Mr. Vinson. Then this kind of station will receive the very highest 
priority and you will concentrate on your ADC as rapidly as possible 
and priority to those bases; is that it? 

General Wasnsournr. Yes, sir. The Air Defense Command sta- 
tions have a high priority and if they are on commercial airports, as 
many of these will be, we have a long start toward being in operation, 
almost without the construction, on an emergency basis. If they are 
new sites, it takes several months to do it, but they will be done 
promptly. 

Mr. Harpy. Mr. Chairman, may I ask a question ¢ 

The Cuarrman. Mr. Hardy. 

Mr. Harpy. General, wouldn’t we actually be in better shape on this 
ADC proposition, thinking in terms of these new stations there in 
Michigan, if we could locate them a little farther north and put them 
up in Canada? 

General WasHpBourne. Will you take that ? 

Colonel Moors. Sir—— 

General Wasnpourne. I think, Mr. Hardy, there is an unquestioned 
advantage to having them to the north, but of course that is the terri- 
tory of another sovereign nation and we don’t have the arrangement 
to do that as of now. 

Mr. Harpy. Of course, as of now we don’t. But we have made a 

t many arrangements with our neighbor to the north, Canada, ‘in 
joint use of bases and in connection with the radar screen and the radar 
facilities. We have them all over Canada; haven’t we? 
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General WasuBourne. | Off the record. | 

Mr. Harpy. That is just the point that I was leading up to. 

You have changed your concept here recently now. You had a con- 
cept previously, as I understood the testimony, which located these 
intercepts a little bit to the south of where you now propose to put 
them. And I am just wondering if we aren’t going to be in a position 
of expanding our understanding with Canada, improving our posi- 
tion further by getting these things farther north, and in a conte of 
years we will be in a position of having to say, “Well, we don’t need 
this base at Traverse City now because we have worked up something 
with Canada to put it a little farther up.” 

General Wasneournr. Mr. Chairman, I think that what you are 
speculating might possibly occur insofar as extending the coverage 
of these operations are concerned. But I don’t feel qualified to specu- 
late upon the public acceptance of moving the available forces outside 
of our own domestic borders to do the job on another man’s land. 
I think that is the problem that will have to develop. 

Mr. Harpy. Well of course we have a great many of our protec- 
tive forces that are located on the other fellow’s land right now, 
haven’t we? 

General Wasnpourne. Off the record. 

Mr. Harpy: And the chances are that the understanding we have 
with Canada will be improved and expanded as time goes on, isn’t. 
that correct ? 

General WasnpourNe. No doubt. No doubt it will. 

Mr. Harpy. I am just wondering—I don’t know, I presume there 
must. have been some discussions with Canada about this defense 
oa that we are now talking about, right along our Canadian 

rder. 

General WasHeourne. Yes, sir, you are quite right, Mr. Hardy. 
They are continuing. The Royal Canadian Air Force has a con- 
siderable component of its forces in the interceptor types and we 
are working together to do the best joint job we can with the forces 
that each country has. 

Mr. Harpy. You can foresee, then, a possibility that we might work 
out with Canada a better arrangement than to have these strung on 
our Canadian border and put them a little farther to the north? 

General Wasueourne. A possibility ; yes, sir. 

Mr. NetSon. Mr. Chairman. 

The Cuarrman. Mr. Nelson. 

Mr. Netson. General, wouldn’t it be true, even if you had such an 
arrangement as Mr. Hardy suggests with Canada, that you would 
still need these bases for defense in depth ? 

General WasHpourne. Yes, sir, that is a requirement. 

Mr. Harpy. Would you need to have this many bases and in this 
concentration if you had a screen a little bit farther north? 

Colonel Moore. Mr. Hardy, I think that in order to answer that 
question we would have to actually perhaps make some theoretical 
sitings in Canada, look at its effect on our present defense [delete for 
security | to determine whether or not we would have to move. We do 
have a requirement for these units in that particular area. 

Mr. Harpy. Because you don’t have anything to the north. 
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Colonel Moore. Not necessarily. I wouldn’t say if we put anything 
to the north it would negate our present requirement. [Delete for 
security.| We might have to do some redeploying. 

Mr. Harpy. You mean to say you have not considered that and 
actually made some study of the effect of having these bases up in 
Canada? 

Colonel Moore. No, sir, I do not. Right now Canada has their 
own es intercept up there. We are working with those people 
very closely. We have people on liaison with them to coordinate the 
efforts of the two defense systems. If we presently have a friendly 
nation which is willing to provide in effect for us that additional de- 
ployment required to extend our approach defenses, then we may not 
need to put our own units up there. 

Mr. Harpy. Certainly, Mr. Chairman, I don’t pose as having any 
knowledge on this matter. I am merely trying to explore it to see 
where we are with respect to getting the best possible defenses and 
to consider whether we actually may need over the long haul this 
secondary line if we get a primary line a little bit farther to the north. 

The *. Aereote Of course General Kenney is emphatic on this 
matter. If we could stagger our line of defense, he thinks if we go 
far enough north in Canada and then drop back a distance, and with 
two or three lines in the United States, that we could knock down prac- 
tically all bombers. 

Now you have another school of thought. You will readily admit 
that you can never have 100 percent, airtight defense. There are 
bound to be a few bombers that will get through. But it is a matter 
1 think that we should give more thought and study to than we have 
in the past. In fact, I would like, myself—I think the committee 
would profit if we could get General Kenney to come down here and 
expound his views. Because in my opinion, they are quite convincing, 
I think he is sound. 

Mr. Wickersuam. Mr, Chairman, the Secretary would like to say 
something—— 

Mr. Suarer. Mr. Chairman, before we get too far away from it, 
IT still would like to have an out-and-out answer. I don’t want to be 
misunderstood on this at all. I don’t oppose any part of this and I 
don’t think the committee should tell the Air Force how it is going 
to operate or where it is going to locate. But I would like to have 
them answer for the benefit of the citizens of Michigan who are com- 
—— about this construction, why Pellston can’t be used as well as 

raverse City. 

Secretary Dovenas. Mr. Chairman, might I answer Mr. Shafer? 

The Cuareman. Yes. 

Secretary Doueas. I don’t think we can give a perfect answer to 
your question today. The problem of siting these installations pre- 
sents many of the difficulties that we have been over. 

It is a fact that the Air Force has not fixed its planning on placing 
a base at Traverse City as yet. 

I would like to have that perfectly clearly understood. And I wish 
to say that we will give further careful consideration to other available 
sites in the area that may meet the strategic requirements. 

Mr. Suarer. Well, that isall right. That is what I want. 

The Cuarman. That is fair enough. 


4161 


Secretary Dovetas. We are entirely pleased to give you that assur- 
ance, sir. 

Now we may come back and be very much convinced that that is 
the best answer we can come up with, but we have not reached that 
point yet. 

_Mr..Swarer. That is what I want. I want to justify—— 

Secretary Dove.as. Surely. 

The Cuatrman. That is a good answer. 

Mr. Brooks. Mr. Chairman. 

The Cuarrman. Mr. Brooks. 

Mr. Brooks. Mr. Secretary, this is one part of our work I don’t 
think we ought to stint ourselves in the spending of any money on. I 
think it is‘very vital to the country. And I want to.ask you person- 
ally, sir, do you think now that your plan that you present here—and 
the colonel has very ably presented it to the committee and so has 
General Washbourne—do you think that plan, though, is the plan 
that is going to do the job of defending this country? Do we need 
anything else and do you want anything else out of this committee 
that will help do that job? We are looking to you for advice and 
counsel. 

Secretary Doveias. Mr. Brooks, your question is a very big question. 

Mr. Brooks. Yes, I know it is and it is one that holds a lot of 
responsibility. 

Secretary Dovexas. It is a very important one. I would like to 
answer giving you my frank view in this way. The whole art and 
technique of air defense is changing very, very rapidly, as the com- 
mittee knows. You first have the problem of the warning lines. If 
we could have effective warning at the northern edge of the continent, 
with the seaward approaches equally well guarded for the detection 
of approaching aircraft, we would have solved an immense part of 
our problem. 

It would be helpful to have several warning lines, as was indicated. 

The development of radar, both for detection and for control, is an 
important factor. We are making improvements. Those improve- 
ments change capabilities of the equipment we have so that we could 
use different sites and different lines at a later date than seem to be 
essential at the present time. 

Then. there was reference to Nike. And we can make reference 
to other guided missiles, ground to air, that we hope will have a much 
greater range than Nike. Those developments will change the 
situation. 

The Cruatrman. Is not 

Secretary Dove.as. But we have a situation immediately to face 
and we have to try to meet it in the best way that we can at the 
present time with present knowledge and present equipment. And 
that is what this plan represents. 

I personally think it is easy to perhaps reach for a perfection in 
defense against long-range aircraft that can never be attained. We 
certainly could build a wall, the most expensive in the history of the 
world, which may not accomplish what we would like to have it 
accomplish. 

The Cuarmman. Mr. Secretary, is it not true that our Air Defénse 
Command is a very new thing? in World War II we were always on 
the offense and there was no pressing need for Air Defense Command 
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in that war as there is today, under the present threat. I know I was 
greatly impressed when I was out in Colorado Springs last fall and to 
visit the new headquarters of our Air Defense Command, General 
Chidlaw, who is a very able officer. It is in an embryonic stage. You 
are just getting this thing initiated and built up. 

Secretary Douetas. Yes, sir; I think that is right, although I think 
it is well to remember that the British had a good deal of experience 
in air defense early in World War II with fighter aircraft that really 
turned the tide at that time. But the situation is different. . We have 
not had the problem at all. 

The Cuarrman. Oh, no. 

Secretary Douc.ass. I just want to add this. Although this sys- 
tem and this project is entitled to very high priority and you will hear 
much more about it, I have the feeling that our capability to strike 
back is perhaps in the last analysis a greater deterrent ond, a greater 
defense, and that it is of extraordinary importance that that capability 
io strike back be defended by our air defense system, with perhaps as 
great attention to protecting that capability as to protecting some of 
our important industrial capacities as well. lis 

Mr. Rivers. But by the same token, we can’t afford to be penny wise 
and pound foolish on this proposition. Because I would rather be 
alive with an empty pocketbook than dead with a full one. 

Secretary Dovanas. That is correct. 

oe Rivers. Any day in the week. We have to spend some money 
on this. 

Secretary Dove.as. I think we will persuade you that we are doing 
it. Of course most of the expenditures before you in this public 
works bill 

The Cuarrman. Yes. This SAC will just follow logically what the 
Secretary has been talking about. Go right ahead, colonel. 

Colonel Moore. Yes. This chart shows the forces of Strategic Air 
Command deployed in the United States and the base structure re- 
— to support those forces. Here is the legend which indicates 
the type of aircraft we have on each of our bases. 

. With the exception of a few bases in this area and here [indicating], 
the forces of the Strategic Air Command can be located anywhere 
within the zone of the interior. 

» I wouid like to point out that in order to maintain a capability over- 
seas and to give operational training and know-how to our crews, we 
periodically rotate and maneuver units of Strategic Air Command to 
overseas areas. 

With the exception of our heavy bases, we have in most instances 
eo two wings per base, making best utilization of the available 

acilities. 

Mr. Hess. Colonel, what is “MR”? 

Colonel Moore. Medium reconnaissance, sir. 

Mr. Rivers. You say you have 

Mr. Gavin. Leave that map up a minute, will you. 

The Cuarrman. Yes. 

Mr. Brooxs. Why are some of those in red ? 

Colonel Moore. The red aircraft indicate the reconnaissance t 
— whether it be in our heavy aircraft or in our fighter type 
aircraft. 
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The block indications you see here are the medium reconnaissance 
missions. 

Mr. Rivers. You say normally you have two wings at a base? 

Colonel Moorz. Normally, yes, sir; with the exception of our heavy 
bomb wings. 

Mr. Rivers. And what percentage are they? (Delete for security.) 

Colonel Moore. (Delete for security.) We have actually within the 
zone of the interior-—— 

Mr. Smart. Off the record. 

Discussion off the record.) 
Deleted for security.) 
lonel Moore. Yes, sir. This chart shows you the Zone of In- 
terior deployment of our tactical air forces and the base structure 
required for those forces. The legend here indicates the type of air- 
craft on a base. The mission of these forces when they are in the 
pong areas or theaters is primarily to afford support to our ground 
orces. 

Therefore, in deploying these units or stationing them in the Zone 
of the Interior it is imperative that they be stationed as closely as 
possible to the Army units with which they will be trained. 

Another consideration here is that they must be as close to the 
available gunnery range as they can be. This explains the concentra- 
tion of these forces in this particular area where your Army forces 
also are concentrated and where we have gunnery ranges. 

. Mr, Rivers. And what does the red indicate on this map? 

Colonel Moore. The red on this may indicates a fighter type air- 
craft which could be either a fighter bomber or a day fighter. 

Mr. Rivers. I see, 

Colonel Moore. Included in the request for authorization before you 
now, we have construction requirements for bases in two overseas areas. 

My next two charts will show you the requirements in those areas. 
Here is Alaska and the forces deployed there, We will have our stra- 
tegic forces, tactical forces, troop carrier and defense forces. 

I might point out that the mission of Alaska is to provide defense 
for that area and also the intercept forces there will provide addi- 
tional defense to our northwestern approaches to the United States. 

(Delete for security.) 

Mr. Rivers. How does that Alaska weather affect your GCI? 

Colonel Moore. It has little effect on our GCI, sir. The radar 
will penetrate through clouds. 

Here are the forces deployed to the Far East and the bases required 
to support these forces. We will have strategic, tactical, troop car- 
rier and defense forces deployed in the Far East. Due to the strategic 
importance of this area, we have retained the responsibility for air 
defense and to maintain a ready tactical force and support for 
Strategic Air Command in time of emergency. 

On my next series of charts, I would like to show you the changes 
in force composition the Air Force has experienced in going from 
120 wings to 137 wings and the bases which are required to support 
the increased forces. 

Here are our force composition changes. [Deleted for security. | 
Which gave us a net total of a 17-wing increase. 

Mr. Rivers. What was the reason for the deletion of the troop 
carrier ¢ 
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Colonel Moore. Sir, a number of things were considered in that. 
Primarily, our troop-carrier aircraft are getting large. 

We are experiencing a greater capability with aircraft and we think 
we can do the job with fewer of these units. We are faced here with 
the need to increase our actual combat capability, which is the type 
aircraft that actually fire the guns and drop the bémbs. We stressed, 
in this case, increasing that capability and regarding our support, 
reducing it in order to get more combat ca ability. 

Mr. Rivers. Mr. Chairman, I would just like to ask him a question 
about that troop carrier. I saw the new Fairchild the other day. 
They have a gadget on the new Fairchild, if the committee hasn’t seen 
it, that you take off everything but the motor and leave it out on 
the field and come back and pick it up like a truck trailer. That 
is the new ones. And it is actually a flying truck‘trailer. That is 
what it is. 

The Cuarrman. Yes. 

(Off the record.) 

(Deleted for security.) 

Mr. Brooks. Well, now—will the gentleman yield ¢ 

Mr. Gavin. Yes. 

Mr. Brooks. That was in line with what I wanted to get at when 
I asked the Secretary. Do you want the Congress to do anythi 
more than you are presently asking this committee to do to defend 
this country in that venpenet 

Colonel evens. Sir, I would like to refer that question to Mr. 
Douglas. 

Secretary Dovetas. I can give an assurance which may be more 
satisfactory than my personal one would be—I don’t know whether 
the Chief of Staff has been before this committee at an earlier date 
this session, but I was with the Chief of Staff when he appeared before 
the Armed Services Committee of the Senate and answered sub- 
stantially the question that you have asked by saying that the program 
is a satisfactory and adequate program. 

Mr. Brook. It is‘adequate to defnd this country in the present hour? 

Secretary Dove.as. Under all the circumstances that have to be 
considered. 

The Cuarrman. With our financial ability. 

Secretary Doveras. Sir, I think that is the only way anyone can 
make an answer to such a question. 

Mr. Rivers. It is all a calculated proposition anyway. 

Secretary Dovatas. Yes, sir. 

The CHarrman. Continue, Colonel. 

Colonel Moore. Mr. Chairman, on this chart is depicted the addi- 
tional bases required to support the additional wings in the Air Force. 
In Strategic Air Command we have two additional bases: Clinton 
Sherman Airport in Oklahoma and Columbus Air Force Base, Miss. 

In the Air Defense Command we have seven new bases I covered 
earlier in the briefing. 

In Tactical Air Command we have three bases: Blytheville Air 
Force Base, Ark., Myrtle Beach, S. C., and Seymour-Johnson Air 
Force Base, N. C. In the Air Training Command, one additional 
base, Moore Field, Tex. 
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I would like to point out that with the exception of the 7 bases 
in Air Defense Command, all of these bases were in the previous 143- 
wing program and had approves authorization from this committee. 

The bases indicated by the red dot indicate those bases which were 
deferred from the program when we went from 143 wings to a 
120-wing program. 

Secretary Dovenas. Colonel, might I just add so there is no mis- 
understanding by what we mean by new bases, although I think all 
of you probably understand, that all of those bases other than the 
interceptor bases have very substantial facilities in location today. 
So that we have picked those with reference to the cost of providing 
the necessary facilities and find that they are very well adapted to 
an economic development for the capabilities we need. 

Colonel Moore. On this chart you see the broad outline or location 
of the new bases which have been added or the bases which have been 
added to the program. The red indicates the strategic bases, the 
black the tactical bases, and the blue the air-defense bases. 

Mr. Kevieuer. Isn't there one more new base overseas, Colonel ? 

Colonel Moorn. Yes, sir. However, I hadn’t covered that. There 
is one base overseas which wasn’t in a previous authorization request. 

Here are depicted the new air defense bases. As we covered before, 
the Traverse City area, K. I. Sawyer, Fargo, Bismarck, Glasglow, 
Miles City, Klamath Falls, and the Southern California area. 

I would like to point out by this chart how the location of these 
bases fills existing gaps in our defense system. 

Mr. Witson. May I ask a question, Colonel, on that Southern Cali- 
fornia area ? 

The Cuarrman. Mr. Wilson. 

Mr. Wutson. Are you attempting to utilize any existing bases that 
may be—— 

olonel Moore. Yes, sir, weare. We are negotiating with the Navy 
at the present time for joint use of their bases in that area. 

The Cuairman. Where a little teamwork will save you some money ? 

Colonel Moore. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Gavin. I wonder if you would put that map back again, please 

Colonel Moore. The ADC map. 

Mr. Gavin. The air defense. 

J can’t understand, where all the highly concentrated industry is 
located, in the New England States and Pennsylvania and New York 
State, you don’t seem to have the coverage that you have along the 
border, along the central and over to the west. That is the area that 
I should think would be very carefully protected. 

Colonel Moor. Sir, the dots here Eilienta a base only. They don’t 
indicate the number of units. Actually our highest percentage of air 
defense is in this area [indicating]. This is one of the most concen- 
trated areas we have in ‘he country in air defense. 

Mr. Gavin. Why put these bases out in the north central part there, 
away out, where it would take a great deal of time to get over, or to 
get into the northeast section ? 

Colonel Moore. As I stated before, sir, we are interested in knock- 
ing down these bombers, the enemy bombers, before they get to an 


. 
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area where they can do us some harm. [Deleted for security.| We 
have to have a solid line of air defense across this area, even though 
ivomediately south of there we may not have as big an industry as we 
have in the areas over here. 

The CuatrmMan. Those new bases will protect Pennsylvania, New 
York and New England. They will knock them down before the 
enemy ever reaches you. 

Mr. Gavin. I wonder if you would name those bases you have in 
the northeast section there, starting with Maine. 

(Deleted for security.) 

Secretary Doveias. Mr. Chairman, I think it is pertinent to re- 
mark here that we have two squadrons—I think the designations 
ought to be off the record 

r. Smarr. Off the record. 

(Discussion off the record.) 

Mr. Dore. Mr. Chairman, may I ask this question, please ¢ 

The Cuarrman. Yes. 

Mr. Doyte. Is your present ability, what you estimate to be, that 
you will get notice in sufficient time and very sufficient strength to 
go north into Canada and intercept, or will you have to wait with your 

resent ability until they do come to the border from Canada into the 
nited States? 

Colonel Moorr. Sir, with the present deployment of those forces 
along the northern border there and particularly in the northeastern 
area, we will have the capability of actually contacting the enemy 
prior to the time he reaches our border. 

Mr. Doyie. How far north of our border will you have the ability 
to contact him ? 

Mr. Smarr. Go off the record on this, Sam. 

General WasHpourne. Off the record, Mr. Chairman. 

(Discussion off the record.) 

Mr. Dorie. Thank you very much, Mr. Chairman. 

Mr. Smart. Colonel, I think another problem that ties in with Mr. 
Doyle’s question—this is off the record. 

(Discussion off the record.) 

Mr. Devereux. May I ask a question right there, Mr. Chairman? 

The Cuamman. Yes. 

Mr. Devereux. General, what assurance do we have that Canada 
will actually intercept raids coming to our country that might not 
necessarily affect them? They may decide that the priority is to 
take care of their own particular installations and not worry about 
us. 

Secretary Dovetas. General I can’t answer that question today. 

Mr. Deverevx. I think that is oe that should be completely 
explored and that is the reason I go to the theory that perhaps we 
should have our own units up into Canada that will supplement such 
other units as we have down in the coast defense. 

Mr. Rivers. General Washbourne said we had a liaison on all 
these bases. Didn’t you? : 

Mr. Devereux. We have liaison—— 

Secretary Doveras. There is the closest liaison of the whole inter- 
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ceptor system, with a full exchange of information and even contro} 
capabilities. But when the question is asked what assurance have we 
got that under certain circumstances they would intercept, I am not 
able to give you of my knowledge the certain answer to that, sir. 

Mr. Deverevx. It is going to come down to a command function 
there. And if they will operate under our command, why then that 
is one thing... If they won't, why it is just very, very probable that 
they will watch out and try and use their interceptors to protect their 
own particular installations. 

Secretary Dovauas. There might be a slight conflict, but I think 
generally it is so important to stop what is north of us that we would 
get a good deal of the benefit from any of their activities. 

Mr. Netson. Isn’t it true, Mr. Douglas, that Canada would have 
to have some arrangement with Russia to know what those airplanes 
were going to hit. [Laughter. | 

The Cuarrman. I don’t think Canada would rest easily with planes 
flying over. 

Mr. Rivers. Of course, Mr. Chairman, Coventry, England, said the 
only defense of that country is not to be there. 

Mr. Brooks. Mr. Chairman, before you adjourn, I want to say this: 
I feel a good deal more comforted by the very fine presentation that 
the Secretary and his assistants have made today. I think they made 
a fine presentation to the committee. I am pleased to see what 
progress you are making in the defense of the country as well as in 
development of the Strategic Air Command. 

Mr. WickersHaM. Let’s help them make a little more progress and 
stay and help them this afternoon, Mr. Chairman. 

The Cuairman. It is impossible for some of us. 

Mr. Smart. They may be about through. Are you through, Colonel ¢ 

Colonel Moore. I have one chart left. ; 

Mr. Smarr. This will finish him. 

The Cuarrman. Yes; let’s finish. 

Colonel Moore. Mr. Chairman, this chart indicates the tactical bases 
which have been added to the Tactical Air Command base structure. 
The bases in red indicate the bases which have been added. If you 
will note, they are in proximity of the ground units and of the available 
gunnery ranges. 

The black indicates the existing bases, tactical bases in this area. 
And the green are the Army bases with which these units are training. 

The Cuarrman. Thank you very much. 

_General Wasusourne. Mr. Chairman, that completes the opera- 
tional part of the briefing. At the next session we will be prepared 
to begin the Strategic Air Command bases. 

The CuHamman. Fine. That is fine, General. Thank you very 
much. And it is understood that the Army and Navy will be heard on 
this particular bill immediately following the Easter recess. 

Mr. WickersHam. Do we meet tomorrow or Monday? 

Mr. Rivers. Monday. 

The CuarrMan. The committee will stand in recess until Monday 
morning at 10 o’clock. 

(Whereupon, at 12:05 a. m., the committee adjourned to reconvene 
at 10 a. m., Monday, April 12, 1954.) 
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House or REPRESENTATIVES, 

CoMMITTEE ON ARMED SERVICES, 
Wasurneron, D. C., 
Monday, April 12, 1954. 

(The committee met at 10 a. m., Hon. Dewey Short, chairman of 
the committee, presiding. ) 

The Cuarmman. The committee will please be in order. 

I think that the Air Force has given us a good overall picture of 
their different commands, particularly the last 2 days of the hearing 
last week, and today we will take up the line items. 

We will take up each project and the line items in the bill. We will 
start on page 16, line 24. The first item is Abilene Air Force Base, 
Abilene, 'Tex., which comes under the Strategic Air Command, in the 
Continental United States. 

General Washbourne, I am glad to have you continue. 

General Wasusourne. Mr. Chairman 

The Cratrman,. I think perhaps if we go a little slowly particu- 
larly on certain projects, to get a particularly complete picture of a 
typical one, then we can move somewhat more rapidly through the 
others ina command. But it would do well, I think, or it would’ bea 
fine thing if you would go slowly on this first one. 

General Wasusourne. Right, sir. 

The Abilene Air Force Base is the first of 39 bases shown in the bill 
for the Strategic Air Command in the continental United States. The 
Strategic Air Command is the first of the 11 major commands that 
range in that order in the book. I would like to point out that the 


facing page for Abilene, which is shown on page 13 of your line item 


book, is typical of the information which is shown for all the bases. I 
will point out some of the features of it. 

It is coded AB-—40, which is the machine record code for Abilene. 

The name is now officially Abilene Air Force Base. It was formerly 
Tye Field, and some of the previous authorizations have been identi- 
fied as Tye Field. Now, it is Abilene Air Force Base. Seven miles 
southwest of the city of Abilene, in Taylor County, Tex. The com- 
mand is Strategic Air Command. And the date occupied is blank. 
The reason is that the new field is not yet built. However, Tye Field 
was occupied in 1942 and was used during World War II. 

All the land is owned, in fact all of it donated, by the local interests 
in Abilene. 

The elevation is shown as 1,791 feet. That is not actual elevation ; 
that is pressure altitude, so that the committee can relate it to the 
length of the runways that are required at the several stations. The 
average maximum temperature is shown. And the type of construc- 
tion is shown, 25-year, denoting permanent-type construction. 

Mr. Kirpay. Mr. Chairman, at this point, so we won’t have to do 
it at each base, would you give us briefly what you mean by 25-year 
construction, as to whether it is concrete or frame or what ? 

General WasnrourNe. 25-year construction is, the permanent type 
of construction, Mr. Kilday, which is basically masonry-type con- 
struction for the barracks, administration buildings and hospitals. 

For the runways and hangars, and all that sort of thing, it is 
likewise the permanent type of construction, there being only one way 
in which you can build a runway to hold up the large planes. 
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This type of construction refers basically to the housing and the 
administrative buildings and the warehouses and such as that. 

Mr. Kripay. You say it is masonry. Does that mean it is concrete 
framework 

General Wasupourne. It depends on the type of building. Some- 
times they are merely concrete blocks. Sometimes they have a con- 
crete frame. Sometimes they have a steel frame, with block around 
it. 

At Abilene, if I remember correctly, the type of construction which 
we get low bids there for barracks was brick, load-bearing brick con- 
struction. 

Mr. Krpay. And as to siding, do you use asphalt shingles or what? 
That is on 25-year construction. 

General WAsHBourne. The siding on those buildings is the masonry 
block or brick or whatever it turns out to be on the low bid. The 
roofs are generally flat, built-up roofs. 

Mr. Kirtpay. Now, do you vary the type of construction for roofs 
and things of that kind by the locality and the prevalence of snow? 

General Wasueourne. That is right. 

In the northern bases, we have a big installation heating problem. 
In the southern bases, we have a cooling problem. The type of con- 
struction is fitted to the sector of the country where it goes up. 

Mr. Kizpay. I think maybe at this point, we might as well get the 
other types that are contained in the bill. 

The That is right, temporary, the 10-year. 

General WasHpourNe. In the semipermanent bases, which are gen- 
erally shown in this position by the figure 10-year, we have frame con- 
struction, which is shingle sidewall or drop siding, ordinarily with 
asphalt tab shingles. Sometimes it is roll roofing. And very occa- 
sionally, we will have a concrete block sidewall put up with a wood 
frame roof over the top with asphalt shingles on it. That is, gen- 
erally, the 10-year life. 

Now, at some places, Mr. Chairman, we have exceptionally favor- 
able bids on masonry construction that competes with frame buildings 
in many places. 

The Cuarrman. I was going to suggest you repeat what you told 
us last week. 

In many instances, you have to pay very little more to get perma- 
nent type of construction over the temporary construction, which is 
much cheaper in the long run. 

General Wasnpourne. That is correct. 

The Cuarrman. And didn’t you say about three-fourths of your 
construction was of the permanent type / 

General Wasusourne. I believe I said about three-fourths of the 
bases in this book were classified as permanent bases. 

The Cuarrman. That is right. 

General Wasurourne. I would say, roughly, that about three- 
fourths of our construction is a permanent type; yes. 

Mr. Kitpay. What is the other fourth ? 

General WasHnourne. The other fourth of this program is the semi- 
permanent. bases. 

Mr. Kitpay. Ten-year, in other words. 

General Yes, sir. 
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We have no temporary bases in this program 
Mr. Kitpay, There is no temporary, no theater-of-operations type! 
General WasHrourne. That is correct. 

Mr. Kixpay. I hope not. That is the biggest waste. 

The Cuarmman. You are to be congratulated. I think you have 
done an excellent job. 

Mr. Rivers. At that point, if for 10 percent more, speaking of the 
temporary, you can make permanent construction or something of 
that character—— 

General WasHpourne. Within 10 percent. 

Mr. Rivers. Yes. 

General WasHpourne. We usually get good competition; yes, sir. 

Mr. Rivers. Now, you take at the base, at Charleston. You made 
masonry dormitories. That is supposed to be a 10-year base, but it 
is just as pene as anything you have ever seen. 

General Wasupourne. Yes, sir; I believe the masonry dormitories 
at Charleston cost us about 3 percent more than frame buildings... ; 

Mr. Rivers. Three percent more than frame buildings? ; 

General WasHpourne. Yes, sir. 

The Cuatrman. Wonderful buildings. I went through them re- 
cently. It is a fine job. - 

Mr. Rivers. For 3 percent, Mr. Chairman, you can convert—— 

Mr. Hess. You can’t convert. 

Mr. Rivers. I mean you could have done it in the first instance. 

Mr. Durnam. I might say to the gentleman from South Carolina 
that you have wooden buildings in Charleston that have been stand- 
ing shows for 200 years. 

Mr. Rivers. That is right. 

Mr. Durnam. You don’t put any wooden buildings in this classi- 
fication at all, under your regulations. 

Mr. Rivers. They have wooden buildings at this base in Charleston. 

Mr. Durnam. I mean you don’t put 25-year construction. They are 
all masonry-type buildings, aren’t they / 

General WaAsHBourNE. No, sir; I wouldn’t say that. We have 
some of the bases where we have wooden frame hothiiees going up on 
the permanent. bases. 

Mr. DurHam. You do? 

General WasHrourNne. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Rivers. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Duruam. I think you should. 

Mr. Rivers. Mr. Vinson brought that out last year, when he said 
the house he lives in was built in 1840. 

Mr. WickersuAm. Mr. Chairman. 

The CHarrman. Mr. Wickersham. 

Mr. WickersHaM, I would like to say that if one-fourth of these 
bases, for a cost of, say, 3 to 10 percent initially, could be made into 

rmanent, it would be a distinct advantage. I will show you why. 

ne reason: your depreciation on a 10-year building is 10 percent a 

ear. Your depreciation on a 25-year building is 4 percent. You 
ave 6 percent a year to start with. In your maintenance and opera- 
tion funds—you would save at least another 6 percent. So in 1 year or 
2, you would have the difference paid for. 
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The CHamman. We are glad to get that contribution from the 
gentleman from Oklahoma, because he has had a little experience with 
real estate. 

Mr. WickersHaM. I spent 514 years in that business. 

Mr. Rivers. At this point, in the record, while we are on the subject, 
may I have permission to request of the general, for this program, not 
only the SAC bases, that there be inserted at this point in the hearings 
what the additional cost would be for these bases to be made permanent, 
which are not designated so in this program. 

General WasHBourNE. Would be glad to get that information to- 
gether. 

The CuarrmMan. That wouldn’t entail too much work, would it? 

General WasHpourne. No, sir. We can get that information. It 
won’t be too exact 

The Cuarrman, No. 

General WasHpourNE. With the information we have. 

The CuarrMan. No. 

General WasHnovurne. But it will satisfy the committee’s purpose, 
J am sure. 

Mr. Rivers. Give us round figures. 

General WasHpourne. Yes. 

The Cuarrman. Mr. Johnson? 

Mr. Jounson. I don’t quite understand from your description what 
these permanent buildings are. Now, I would like to ask you about 
two airbases to see if they typify the situation. At Travis are those 
considered permanent houses, Travis Air Force ? 

General WasHeourne. Well, Travis is a permanent base, Mr. John- 


son, but we have all three pe of construction there. We have the 


permanent in masonry. We have the semipermanent in frame build- 
ings. And we have a lot of temporary—— 

Mr. Jonnson. What are those that the junior officers live in? Are 
those permanent houses, in your definition ? 

General Wasnrourne. I don’t believe I identify the buildings you 
are referring to, Mr. Johnson. 

Mr. Jounson. Are a whole group there, where they are junior 
officers, captains, first lieutenants, and people like that. 

General Wasnpourne. If you are referring to the appropriated 
quarters, there, I would call them permanent by our definition. 

Mr. Jounson. It is a Wherry housing project. 

General WasHBourNr. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Jounson. Now, could I ask you about another one, that I think 
is clearly permanent, the one down at Edwards Air Force Base, that 
are made of blocks of concrete, as you remember, perhaps. Those are 
clearly permanent, aren’t they ? 

General WAsHBoURNE. Yes, sir. 

All of the Wherry projects under title 8 of the National Housin, 
Act are supposed to be permanent construction. They are amortize 
on a basis of 32 years and 7 months and that is about the same as we 
would like to think of as our permanent construction. So they are 
classified the same, all permanent. 

Mr. Rivers. And you could only place them on a 25-year base and 
not on a 10-year base. 

General Wasnzourne. That is the way it is being done; yes, sir. 

Mr. Rivers. Yes. 
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Mr. Jounson. The Wherry houses have that amortization basis, 33 
years, so they must be considered permanent. 

The CHatrMan. That is fine. 

The general is making a splendid explanation of this. Go on from 
your 25-year, the type of construction, to the authorization for cur- 
rent construction and then take up the line items. 

General Wasusourne. As I informed the committee the first day, 
we have shown here in five columns the status of the authorization for 
each base, related to the present program, and the total requirement 
up here at the pd ped right-hand corner of each facing page will be 
listed the proposed personal which I will not mention for the record, 
being the deployment for that base in the end position of 1957. That 
relates what we are trying to do to the garrison that will occupy the 
station at that time. 

The Cuatrman. So many officers—— 

General Wasupourne. In the line below that, for most bases, is 
shown present personnel. There is no present personnel shown for 
Abilene because it is not occupied. But that will give the committee 
a chance to compare the population which is there now, and which 
they have in some instances seen, with what we have, either going up 
or going down with the change in mission. 

There will be shown in the ee left-hand corner the mission of the 


base with respect to the type and number of aircraft. 

Now, in printing these facing sheets, it is the Air Force intention 
to omit the mention of the specific numbers of aircraft and the specific 
numbers of people, that being order of battle information which 


should not be published. 

Mr. Hess. The third column there, General, that is the number of 
planes. 

General WasHsourne. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Hess. Two medium bomb wings. 

General Wasunournr. These are the number of planes, these the 
type of planes, and these are the names of the units, major units. 
Every base has a great many smaller missions, which we call, pardon 
the expression, “cats and dogs,” some of them two or three squadrons, 
activities of every sort, which are generally not listed under this pri- 
mary mission. 

The Crarmman. And the total requirements in that second figure 
from the left. 

General WasHpourne. Yes, sir. 

The CHarrman. No, the money. 

General Wasneourne. The total requirement will be in the fourth 
column of this line, here. 

The Cuarrman. That is right. 

General WasHpourne. The program that you will see added up in 
the book is this FY-55 program which is shown in the middle column. 

The Cuatmrman. But the authorization requested in the bill is over 
at the right hand. : 

General WasHpourne. Yes, sir; that is this difference here. 

The Carman. Mr. Bray. 

Mr. Bray. I would appreciate if I can ask the Strategic Air Com- 
mand—if you would very briefly state what its mission is in regards 
to the others. I am a little confused exactly what the job of the dif- 
ferent commands is. It is voluminous but—— 
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General Wasnnourne. The mission of the Strategic Air Command 
is to organize, train, equip, administer, and prepare a force capable 
of conducting strategic air operations in accordance with directives 
and policies issued by headquarters of the Air Force. 

The key words there are “Strategic Air operations.” 

The Cuairman. Long-range stuff. 

Mr. Bares. Mr. Chairman ¢ 

The Cuatrman. Yes, Mr. Bates. 

Mr. Bates. General, those figures to which Mr. Hess referred in the 
fourth column there—— 

General WasHpourNe. Yes. 

Mr. Bates. Down below. When—that is right. When do you 
expect to have those figures? When do you expect to have that 
number of planes at these particular bases? 

General WasHeourne. When the base is occupied by the second 
wing; and that will depend, of course, to some extent when it is ready 
to be oecupied. 

Mr. Bares. The other day we were talking about 1957. 

Is that 1957 on this chart ? 

General WasHpourne. Yes, sir. 

The second wing comes into Abilene I think it is, in fiscal year 
1957. I don’t remember which quarter, Mr. Bates. I understand it is 
second quarter of fiscal 1957. 

Mr. Bares. Now, is that approximately correct of all the charts we 
are looking at? This is the projected figure that we are going to see. 

General WasHnourne. Yes, sir. That is substantially correct. 
Some of the missions are in place now, like at Barksdale, for instance, 
the two wings for that base are in place, and have been for a long time. 
In the new ones, this will be built and occupied for these missions 
within the period shown of fiscal year 1957. 

Mr. Rivers. That is 137 wings. 

Mr. Rivers. One hundred and thirty-seven is the term now used, sir. 

Mr. Rivers. One hundred and thirty-seven. 

General WAsHBourNE. Yes, sir. 

The CHarrMan. And you have enough authorizations already in 
Public Laws 534 and 209, added to what you are requesting in this bill, 
to make up for fiscal year of 1957. 

General WasHpourne. Yes, sir, that is correct. 

All right. We are now ready to look at the book, Mr. Chairman. 
The Abilene Base is, as you stated, shown on page 16 of the bill and 
the line items for Abilene begin on page 14 of the line item book. 

The All right. 

General WasHsourNeE. I am sure the committee has discovered the 
indexes that precede page 14 and show the page on which each base can 
be located. 

For Abilene, we start off with 8 projects pertaining to airfield 
payments for $4.8 million. Those, generally, are for the purpose 
of expanding the work now authorized at Abilene to take care of 
the second wing, B-47’s and tankers, programed there. Under 
liquid fuel storage we have 5 projects for $1,200,000, mainly the 
installation of 12 additional hydrants for operational fuel storage. 

Mr. Keiiener. You might mention, General, that you have wash- 
racks for the first time in several years, within your pavement cate- 
gory. 
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General Yes, sir. 

Line item 8, Mr. Chairman, is for the construction of a standard 
medium-bomber-type wash rack. Those are required to clean the 
airplanes and keep them in good flying condition. We have to build 
separate pavement for that purpose because of the solvents and hot 
water used in cleaning the aireraft, and we have to provide some kind 
of waste treatment to get that runoff taken care of. We can’t just 
turn it off loose in the local streams. 

Mr. Hess. Is that the difference in the price there, of from $12 to 
$22 a square yard. 

General WasupourNe. Yes, sir. That is accounted for the special 
construction that has to go into that pavement. 

Mr. Bares. General—Mr. Chairman? 

The Cuamman. Mr. Bates. 

Mr. Bares. Are these average nationwide figures or are these 
— estimates or what are they? 

eneral Wasupourne. These figures, Mr. Bates, are turned in by 
the local district engineer for Abilene as being his estimate of what 
heavy duty pavements will cost us. It just happens to be the same 
unit price as we have been carrying as a national average for the past 
3 years. 

Mr. Bares. Well 

General Wasneourne. In this case, he felt it was very close to what 
it would cost. 

Mr. Bares. But as we go through this book we will expect to see 
local estimates. 

General Wasneournr. Yes, sir. 

I would like to elaborate on that, if I may. In getting these prices 
together last fall, the projects were submitted by the major com- 
mands and were mare to the field offices of the construction agencies 
for rough pricing at the time they were turned in. It wasn’t a good 
engineering estimate. I don’t want to give you that impression. But 
it was a rough pricing of the local conditions, the local requirement. 
When they came into Washington, they were referred to the office, 
Chief of Engineers, for checking. Sometimes he made a few changes, 
but generally, he said that the local engineer’s estimates of prices were 
agreeable to him and those are the prices that we show here. 

In many cases, they are near the national average. In many cases, 
they are quite different from it. 

Mr. Hess. May I ask a question. 

The Mr. Hess. 

Mr. Hess. I note, General, throughout this bill you find an average 
of around $12 a square yard. And I recall that in your testimony be- 
fore the subcommittee in February, you cited a number of costs of 
concrete pavement and they ranged I believe from $10.02 a square 
yard in Brooklyn Field down to about $7.27 a yard at Larsen. 

Do we have areas in the country where concrete pavement is con- 
siderably less than the $12 you set forth here? 

General Wasupourne. Yes, sir; we have received a number of bids 
on pavement that are less than the $12 national average. It is very 
hard to form a pattern of what concrete or asphalt paving is costing, 
but we find that the $12 figure we have had for the past 3 years for 
national average on heavy duty pavement was pretty good. It in- 
cludes there, not only the surfacing of the pavement, but the drainage 
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and the grading and all of the other accessories that go with the fin- 
ished pavement. 

Mr. Hess. But if a contractor knows that you are estimating that 
it is going to cost $12 a square yard, why, the chances are he will bid 
$11.59 or $11.75 or something like that, won’t he? 

General Wasneourne. Well, sir, he has to keep in mind his compe- 
tition, and that is where these prices, although they may be known 
publicly, don’t make too much difference on these big jobs because 
the contractors compete among themselves, and they set the price. 

Mr. Brooks. Mr. Chairman ? 

The CuatrmMan. Mr. Brooks. 

Mr. Brooxs. General, what is the thickness of concrete that you use 
with your heavy bombers on the landing strip? 

General WasHpourne. Mr. Chairman, it depends upon the founda- 
tion conditions. It runs all the way from perhaps 14 inches up to 
about 21 inches of heavy duty concrete. 

Mr. Brooks. And do vou use a subbase underneath that, too? 

General Wasupourne. The subbase underneath the concrete pave- 
ment is treated but not anything like the extent that you have to treat 
it when you put the flexible type pavement on the top. 

Mr. Brooks. Now, what is the thickness of a landing strip, concrete, 
for the medium bomber ¢ 

General WasHBpourne. The medium and the heavy is the same. It 
ranges from 14 to 21 inches in the usual places. 

Mr. Brooks. What about the fighter plane? 

What will that run? 

General WasHBourne. About 8 to 12 inches on the average, some- 
times up to 14. 

Mr. Brooxs. Depending upon the type of soil ? 

General WasHeourne. Yes, sir, the Corps of Engineers designs 
pavement based on our wheel loads and weights off of a set of curves 
which they have developed for conditions around the country. It is 
taken and designed by the construction people based on what they 
find in the ground. 

Mr. Harpy. Mr. Chairman? 

The CuHarrman. Mr. Hardy. 

Mr. Harpy. General, there is an awful lot of difference between 
the square-yard cost in connection with the wash rack and there is 
your other paving. Can you tell us just what is responsible for that 
much difference ? 

General Wasusourne. I didn’t understand the middle part of the 
question, Mr. Hardy. 

Mr. Harpy. Well, I notice $22 against $12. 

General Wasnpourne. Yes, sir. The unit price of $22 here for the 
wash rack incorporates the extra hot water piping and the shelter 
for the equipment and the treatment plant and the valving and all of 
that necessary for the washing operation. 

Mr. Harpy. Then all your accessories that go into this washing 
operation are included in your per square yard cost ? 

General Wasurourne. The industrial treatment plant itself, I 
don’t believe, is in all these wash rack prices, Mr. Hardy, but all of the 
other material that goes with the operation is in here, in the unit price 
of the wash rack. 
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Mr. Harpy. Now do you have your wash rack costs unitwise pretty 
well stabilized and firmed up now? A few years ago you had an es- 
timate of $14,000 for a wash rack. 

General Wasusourne. Mr. Hardy, I notice throughout the book 
here that these wash racks for the same purpose are not all priced 
the same by the district engineers. I can’t bring all of their prices 
into line because each one of them represents the local man’s idea 
of what this job will cost at the site that we have chosen to put it 
in. 

Mr. Harpy. Well, you are using essentially the same equipment on 
each washrack, aren’t you, for this kind of a plane? 

General WasnupBourne. The definitive drawings of the air force 
apply to all of them, but the local design, of course, may depart from 
that in any respect he finds necessary. 

The Cuarrman. Are the contracts for these different projects all 
over the country let by competitive bidding? 

General WAsHBOURNE. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Harpy. The question, Mr. Chairman, was directed more toward 
whether or not they ioe stabilized on the essential equipment that goes 
into it, rather than the pavement. I know in the pavement it wouldn't 
be so much difference. But recalling the experience that they had, I 
think it was 2 years ago, when they set out on a program for a great 
number of washracks at an estimated cost of $14,000, they found in 
some cases the prices went up as high as $150,000, if my memory is 
correct. 

General Wasnpourne. Yes, sir; I recall that, Mr. Hardy, and we 
have now developed three types of wash racks. We have the small 
wash rack for the fighters, the medium type wash rack shown here for 
the medium bombers, and then there is, if I recall, still a different and 
third type for the heavy bombers. 

Mr. Harpy. You have enough experience that you think this $61,000 
is about right ? 

General WasHnourne. For this particular location, yes, sir. 

The Cuarrman. All right. Go on to communication and naviga- 
tion aids, category C. 

General WasnsourNe. Six small projects in that category, Mr. 
chairman, for additions to work already authorized. 

We have four operational squadron headquarters and supply build- 
ings for the second wings’ squadrons. 

Under aircraft maintenance, there is about $414 million worth of 
shops and hangars and test stands to complete the expansion of those 
facilities. That will provide the second large hangar at Abilene, in 
addition to one they already have funded. 

The Cuarrman. What is the price there? What does “LS” stand 
for? 

Mr. Bares. Lump sum. 

The CuarrmMan. Lump sum. 

General WasHpournr. The price shown there, of $2 million 804—— 

The “LS” is lump sum? 

General Wasunourne. Yes, sir; that is the lump sum estimated cost 
of that building. $22 a square foot is the unit price estimated for 
that building. 

The Cuarrman,. All right. 
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Mr. Duruam. Do you have to purchase any additional real estate 
here ¢ 

General WasHBourNeE. Mr. Chairman, in the query about lump sum, 
did you refer to communications buildings? 

The Cuamman. Communication, category C. 

General WasHpourne. Yes, sir. Well, those are lump-sum esti- 
mates because, for instance, take line item 17, the middle marker for 
the instrument landing system is just a standard little facility, and 
this provides the foundation and the structure itself to imstall the 
equipment in. 

The CuatrmMan. That is all right. In answer to Mr. Durham’s 
question, I think we own all the acreage there, 3,332. 

General Wasupournr. The land at Abiline shown here is owned, 
Mr. Chairman, but we will have to ask for the acquisition of additional 
land under category K below. 

Mr. Rivers. For easements? 

Mr. Brooks. Considerable, too. 

The Cuatrman. Go ahead. 

Mr. Bates. We will reach that. Let him go ahead. 

General WasHpBourne. We are adding some training facilities. We 
are adding 1,200 airmen’s barracks spaces to care of the second wing. 
The utilities, six items here, are for expansion of facilities already 
programed and designed there. 

Now we come to eight projects under category K, real estate ac- 
uisitions. The first of those is navigation easement, 614 acres, for 
ere. That is to protect the ends of the new runway being built 

there. 


The next item, for 3 acres—— 
Mr. DurHam. How much is that is that total land cost? This land 
business here is worrying me. 
General WasHsourne. That is estimated 
Mr. DuruAm. We never stop. It looked like we had a policy here, 
1 


I thought, where we were going to select these bases on a basis that we 
had plenty of land already acquired and paid for by the Government. 
Now we go off on a new program here and start with new land here. 
I want to voice my objection to it, across the board, unless it is ab- 
solutely necessary. 

General WaAsHpourne. Mr. Durham, the land items in this program, 
although they are numerous, have been carefully considered by every 
one of the reviewing echelons that this goes through. This committee, 
if I remember, is the 13th group that would look these projects over 
as requirements, 

We feel that every one in here is being very carefully retained. 
Many of the land items have been ee deat and items removed 
that we could defer or get along without. These, we think, are pretty 
solid. 

Mr. Duruam. How much land did you have to start with on this 
base, when you took it over ? 

General Wasusourne. The land contained in the original Tye Field 
that was handled by the War Assets Administration was about 15 or 
16 hundred acres, if I remember. In buying the old field and donating 
the other land to the Government, the city got up money together and 
donated to us all the land shown, 3,352 acres. 


4178 


Mr. Durnam. How many acres will you have in total when you get 
all of this together ? 

General Wasunourne. About 4,000, I think. 

Mr. Durwam. Four thousand acres? 

General WasHpourne. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Durnam. Well, that doesn’t seem out of reason. 

General WAsHBOURNE. No, sir. 

Mr. Bares. Mr. Chairman—— 

General Wasupourne. That is about the average size of these 
bomber bases. 

The Cuarrman. Mr. Bates. 

Mr. Bares. General, I would like to ask two questions, in category 
C there. Are we getting i in ILS as well as GCA systems ¢ 

General WasupourNne. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Bares. Is that something new ? 

General WasuBourne. Well, not exactly new, Mr. Bates. We have 
been developing the ILS and adding it to all these other navigation 
aids. And in the bomber bases and fighter bases the ILS is being 
added to the GCA at selected stations. Some have only GCA and 
some will have only ILS. Many of them will have both. 

Mr. Bares. Well, now, in K, I see where the land easement under 
item 42, right-of-way, is going to run you $454 an acre. Now under- 
neath that, in item 43, for an outright purchase, it is only going to cost 
you $ $3602) 

General Wasnsourne. Mr. Chairman, the land item 42, 15.4 acres, 
at $454 an acre, is to provide right-of-way for the railroad | spur which 
is being brought in from the main line of the Texas Pacific to the base. 

Mr. Bares. Well, now, is that adjacent to item 43, right in the same 
area? 

General WAsupourne. Yes, sir. Line item 43, 16.65 acres, is being 
acquired for an extension of the runway. 

Mr. Bares. Well, I don’t understand how it is going to cost you $90 
more for an easement than it is to purchase it outright, per acre. 

General Wasupourne. Mr. Chairman, we don’t have a specific real 
estate planning report on the railroad right- of-way easement in line 
item 42. It is in fairly good land, development out toward the high- 
way and railroad, and it may very well cost about this amount. 

ow—— 

The Caarrman. But, General, since the land is adjacent, what dif- 
ference does it make whether you are using it for warehouse or for 
railroad or for anything else ? “It is the same type of land. And here 
you are paying much more for an easement than you pay for land 
adjoining it, for fee, several times. 

General Wasneovrne. Mr. Chairman, a railroad right-of-way, al- 
though it is an easement, is in fact full use of the land. 

The CrarrMan. Why couldn’t you buy it in fee, the same as the 
other, and use it for anything you please ? 

Mr. Hess. Sure. 

General Wasupourne. These tracts of land are not adjacent one 
to the other, Mr. Chairman. They are separated by some half a mile. 

Mr. Bates. Well, it is still at the same base. 

General Wasnpourne. Still at the same base, yes, sir, and about 
the same type of land. 


i 
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Mr. Bares. I am hard put to understand why you should have to 
pay $90 more an acre for an easement than you do to buy the land 
outright in the same general area. 

General Wasupourne. I hope we don’t. 

The Cuarrman. We better look into it. We would like to know 
why. We would like to have an explanation. Now that is just where 
we got ourselves into hot water. 

General Wasupourne. Us, too, Mr. Chairman. 

The Cuamman. When we ask you for an explanation, you haven’t 
it. You must get it for us before we approve it. 

Mr. Cunntneuam. Mr. Chairman. 

The Cuarrman. Yes. 

Mr. Cunnincuam. I am disturbed, General, by your statement, 
“We hope we won’t have to pay more for an easement than a fee.” 
Now is there any likelihood that you would have to pay more for an 
easement? Do you ever pay more for an easement than you do for fee 
title? To me that is certainly unexplainable. 

As easement is never worth more than a fee title ownership. 

General WasHpourNeE. On these line items there are many cases, 
I think, Mr. Cunningham, where the value of the easement we expect 
to acquire would involve improvements and relocations and such 
things as that, where a tract of land at the same base being bought 
in fee would not involve such things. 

Mr. Cunntncuam. You mean the improvements will be made by 
the owner? 

General WasHBourNre. Well, we might have to dislocate existing 
improvements. 

r. Cunntneuam. I know, but you would have to do— 

The Cuarrman. Do you on this particular one? Do you have any 
buildings to move? 

General WasHpourne. I can’t say, Mr. Chairman. One second. 

Mr. Cunninonam. It doesn’t make sense to me. 

Mr. Rivers. May | inquire, Mr. Chairman 

Mr. Bares. Mr. Chairman, I suggest we get the facts on this par- 
ticular case. No sense discussing it any further. 

General Wasnrnournr. We don’t have the planning report, Mr. 
Chairman. 

The Carman. Well, all right, we will hold this one up. 

General Wasneournr. We don’t know of any improvements here. 

The Carman. We will hold it up. 

Mr. Rivers. Let me inquire at that point, Mr. Chairman. Do the 
figures on real estate represent in each case the report of the Army 
engineers to your organization ? 

General Wasnnourne. Whenever we have their figure or figures 
from them, it represents their preliminary opinion of what the tracts 
will probably cost. We do not have such official planning reports on 
every tract i this book. They are coming in. They were not all 
available when we put the program together. 

Mr. Rivers. My experience has been their considered opinion quite 
frequently is far out of line. 

General WaAsHBouRN®. It is not a detailed appraisal, Mr. Chair- 
man. It is a preliminary field survey of the tracts of land. 

Mr. Brooks. Does this sum total represent 39 acres or is it more? 
All of section K: Is it 39 acres? ‘ 
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General Wasueourne. That is right; yes, sir. It adds up to 39 
acres. 

Mr. Brooks. Not much acreage involved. 

Mr. Ketiener. For $39,000, sir. 

General WasunourNe. $39,000, excuse me. It adds up to about 700 
acres. 

Mr. Brooks. 700 acres. Well, my colleague here was saying it 
totaled 39 acres. 

General Wasupourne. No, sir; $39,000. 

The Cuareman. Mr. Bray. 

Mr. Bray. General, have you been operating that without a rail- 
road spur going into the base? 

General Wasuourne. I didn’t understand the first part of your 
question. 

Mr. Bray. Have you been operating this base in the past without 
a railroad spur going into the base? 

General WasHeourNe. There was a railroad spur went in there 
from a different direction to the old Tye Field, Mr. Bray. 

Mr. Bray. You do have a spur going in there, don’t you? 

General Wasupourne. No, sir; we do not, sir. There was a spur 
that went in from the same railroad, the Texas & Pacific, into the old 
Tye Field. That is completely on the other side of the flying field 
from the cantonment as it is being built at Abilene. So we have to 
build a completely new spur to provide rail access to the new base. 

Mr. Bares. Mr. Chairman. 

The Cuairman. Mr. Bates. 

Mr. Bares. When the General gets that report for us on those other 
items, I wish he would also get the explanation of why we are paying 
$4,000 an acre for item 44. 

Mr. Kurpay. $3,000 on item 45. 

General WaAsunourne. Mr. Chairman, on item 44, that is a quarter 
of an acre to provide a site for a tactical air navigation facility. Those 
are standard measures. It may turn out to be only a fraction of an 


re. 

And, of course, the unit price will be something, and it is rounded 
to the nearest $1,000 for the machine records. It may cost $15, but 
we have to show some price for it in this program. And we don’t show 
any prices or any sums less than $1,000 in the machine-run for the 
categories. So it doesn’t mean that this particular tract of land will 
cost $4,000. 

Mr. Bares. Well, I don’t know how we can judge anything as far 
as value is concerned on these small items. 

General Wasnsourne. Well, I appreciate your difficulty there, in 
running up fractions of acres, and where it comes out to an uneven 
number of dollars or hundreds of dollars, it has been our custom to 
round them off at the nearest $1,000 for machine record purposes. 

Mr. Bares. Of course, in item 45, you are paying $333—no; you are 
paying $3,000. 

Mr. $3,000 per acre. 

General WAsupourne. Yes, sir. That one now is occasioned by the 
fact that in buying these small tracts, where the location is not yet 
known, the cost of acquisition, the contingencies and the relocations 
and the administrative cost of the acquisition, usually outweigh the 
cost of the land. 
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Mr. Harpy. You won't get much relocation for $3,000. 

General Wasupournr. No, sir. But you occasionally are confronted 
with a fence or road or something. 

These navigation facilities here—in this case the middle marker 
for the beacon there—may be anywhere from the end of the runway 
out to as much as 10 miles or 4 miles or somewhere. And there are 6 
Air Force agencies involved in the exact siting of that little facility. 

And when they finally pick the acre they want, it may cost us a 
thousand dollars or it may cost $10. We just don’t know. 

Mr. Bares. You know here that it is going to cost you around 
$3,000 an acre. You know that. 

General WasHxsourne. No, sir, we don’t mean to represent that as 
being the case. We found that lacking a planning report—and we 
don’t have one in yet on these tracts at Abilene—we have to estimate 
that the land will probably, let’s say, cost four hundred or six hundred 
or a thousand. I don’t know. But the cost of acquisitions and all of 
the things that go on these small tracts are more than the cost of the 
land. 

Mr. Bares. Do you know the estimate for this purchase is going to 
be more than $2,500 an acre, don’t you ¢ 

General WasHpourne. I don’t know that it will be, because this may 
be on a piece of very dry goat pasture 5 or 10 miles away and it may 
not be very costly. 

Mr. Bares. I am talking about putting the amount into the nearest 


,000. 
General Wasnupourne. Yes, sir. 


Mr. Bares. Now on the basis of that, you know it is going to be over 
$2,500 because it is rounded to three ? 

General Wasunourne. We know it is going to more than two. We 
round it to the nearest thousand that will contain the figure. 

Mr. Bares. Now it would have to be more than $2,500, if it is going 
to the nearest. If it was 24, you would put it down to 2. 

Mr. Bennerr. He said it included the figure. He said the nearest 
one included it. That would be three. 

Mr. Bares. That is right. So it would, to be over 25. 

Mr. Smarr. No, over two. 

Mr. Bennett. He said it included. 

Mr. Bares. The nearest in that case would be two. 

General WasHnourne. The nearest one above, Mr. Bates, that would 
contain the cost. 

Mr. Bares. I didn’t hear you say above. 

General Wasueourne. I am afraid I didn’t, but I meant that. 

The Cuarrman. General, it is rather difficult to justify such vari- 
ance and disparity in the prices of this land adjoining or in the same 
vicinity, unless there are buildings or utilities or equipment of some 
kind on the land, on some of the land and not on the other. 

General Wasusourne. I appreciate that, Mr. Chairman. It is 
= _— to put in the program a detailed appraisal of these tracts 
of land. 

Mr. Duruam. General, all of this land is 7 miles from the city. 
All of this land is 7 miles from any city, about. ; 

General Wasusournr. Six to ten, I would say, yes, sir. 

Mr. Duruam. Why is the quarter acre of land on the north side and 
a quarter of an acre on the south side of the airfield worth this differ- 
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ence, when you are buying here land for $28 an acre, and then up to 
$3,000? The thing just doesn’t make sense. 

General Wasusourne. Mr. Durham, the problem, of course, is the 

uisition costs of buying the small tract. 

r. Durnam. Now listen to this. I sold real estate. What is there 
to it? You pay for a deed and filing the deed and a few more things. 
That is all it is. I just sold a piece and it didn’t cost over $25 to sell 
it, two acres of land, as far as the selling of it is concerned. 

General Wasneourne. Mr. Durham, | appreciate that is all it means 
to two citizens who are making a land deal, but the way the Corps of 
Engineers handles their real-estate activities on the small tracts, they 
have substantial costs. 

Mr. Durnam. It just doesn’t make sense. 

General Wasnrovrne. And we don’t know them yet. 

Mr. Durnam. If they can’t do a good job—— 

General WasHrourne. Let me be optimistic on this a moment and 
suggest that while we are buying the large tracts of land here, the field 
offices of the Corps of Engineers out at Abilene will be available to 
make a quick and easy deal for all of the little deals. That means that 
we would get most of these in for nominal sums. 

The Cuarrman. Well, I hope so. But you are certainly changing. 
It is a different picture that you are drawing now from what you have 
presented here. 

Mr. Kirpay. Mr. Chairman 

The Cuarrman. And you are expressing a hope. I am sure it is a 
sincere hope. But we can’t run on hope. 

Mr. Mr. Chairman. 

The Cuatrman. Mr. Price had a question. 

Mr. Price. I was just going to ask: Have there been any options 
taken, any appraisals made? Have there been any concrete work 
done in the real estate end of this project around Abilene? 

General Wasneourne. We don’t take options ahead of authoriza- 
tions, but we do have the field appraisals, the preliminary surveys of 
the land. That is what we are going on at the present time. 

Mr. Pricer. And that has been made by whom? 

General WasHeourne. By the representative of the Chief of 
Engineers. 

he Cuarrman. Mr. Kilday. 

Mr. Kirpay. IT was just going to suggest, Mr. Chairman, we are 
not going to be able to justify every acre and quarteracre in this book. 

The CHarrman. That is right. 

Mr. Kitpay. There are some things about an acre of land around 
Abilene that I can’t understand, because I have been there. 

I was going to suggest that the general probably get on this, or 
some other typical base, as detailed a rundown as he can at this time. 
And then as we go through this big book, if we take a spot check here 
and there—— 

The Cuarmman. That is all we can do. Mr. Kilday—or we will 
never get through it. The reason we are taking some time, as I an- 
nounced at the opening of the hearing before some members arrived, 
we wanted you to go over this thoroughly and in detail in order to give 
us a clear picture as to the setup and justification for this—— 

Mr. Brooxs. Mr. Chairman—— 
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General Wasusourne. These real estate planning reports are com- 
ing in all the time and before we are through we will be able to give 
you a detailed rundown on nearly all the bases. It just happens that 
the one on Abilene is not in yet. 

The Cuarrman. Mr. Brooks. 

Mr. Brooks. With reference to what Mr. Kilday has said, I think 
in a sense we are straining at a gnat there because we are trying to get 
the estimate of a quarter of an acre of ground. We ought to get the 
big items and go after them. 

r. Durnam. | disagree with the gentleman from Louisiana. 

Mr. Brooks. I yield to the gentleman. 

Mr. Durnam. Well 

Mr. Brooks. Let me finish and then I will be glad for the gentleman 
to disagree with me. 

The sum total of all of this is only $39,000. Of course, that is a lot 
of money, but not in relation to the total of the money authorized in 
this bill. 

And I think if we got a large area of land and went after the values 
on that, we would be doing the country much better. Now I yield 
to the distinguished gentleman from North Carolina. 

Mr. Durnam. Why I say I disagree with the gentleman, because 
this item will be in the newspapers somewhere a year from now or 2 
years from now to plague us io death. We paid and O. K.’d a quarter 
of an acre of land for say $4,000 an acre. 

Now those are the little things. It is not that we don’t have to 
have this. It is just the principle of the thing. 

~The CuHatrman. You multiply it by all the items in here and it 
will be a considerable sum. 

Mr. Durnam. I don’t care—what is a thousand dollars in this pro- 
gram. But when we see these things in the newspapers and get over 
here on the floor of the House, some fellow can kill the whole program 
here by saying, “We paid $4,000 for a quarter of an acre of land, it 
is 7 miles from the city.” 

He can bring all these things out. We can look like a bunch of 
dupes. We've done that before and I don’t want to be in that kind 
of a situation. 

Mr. Brooks. If we are going to make a test, I think some of us 
should go out to Abilene during the holidays, and I for one will be 
glad to go, and look over this problem. 

Mr. Rivers. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. Brooks. I will be glad to. 

Mr. Rivers. In addition to that, regardless of what we do here 
this morning, the Cunningham committee under the law is required 
to pass on every inch and foot of real estate. Mr. Vinson at the 
beginning said the Cunningham committee will pass on every single 
foot of this real estate, I don’t care what we do. 

Mr. Devereux. Mr. Chairman. 

The Cuarrman. Mr. Devereux. 

_ Mr. Deverevx. I would like to ask a question. 

General, does this point up the criticism that we received out in 
north Africa so far as the operations of the Corps of Engineers are 
concerned: that there is so much overhead in their operations which 
are charged against the Air Force? Perhaps there is as much over- 
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head in the acquisition of a quarter of an acre of land as there is in 
acquiring several hundred acres of land ¢ 

General Wasnpnourne. No, sir; I wouldn’t say it does, General 
Devereaux. I think we all have to recognize that the Chief of En- 
gineers does handle the real estate for the Army and the Air Force, 
and to do that he has to maintain a field organization. 

Now, Jot meer aM the acquisition cost on a quarter of an acre 
will certainly be higher than the relative acquisition cost on a large 
tract. I wouldn’t expect it to be more, really, but relatively, percent- 
agewise, it certainly will be. 

Now, if he is handling these tracts all in one field trip, obviously 
he can wrap them up and the cost will be less. But he may go out 
and get the avigation easements fairly easily. 

He may have to make a dozen trips before he wraps up one of these 
small tracts in the place we finally want it. That is the problem 
which we are approaching on the basis that the Congress would au- 
thorize the land, and Mr. Cunningham’s committee then would have 
a basis of evaluating the final costs. 

The Cuatrman. Let’s proceed with the other line items. Medical 
facilities on page 16. 

General Wasusourne. That is a small dental clinic, Mr. Chair- 
man, 12 chairs, the proper size for a base of this character. 

The category: Storage facilities, is 7 projects for $302,000 which 
adds essential storage facilities to Abilene. 

Mr. Harpy. Mr. Chairman. 

The Cuarrman. Mr. Hardy. 

Mr. Harpy. Aren’t we getting our square-foot costs on that kind of 
building pretty high? Paint and dope shop, $9. The ammo is differ- 
ent. But when you get into that kind of construction as the paint 
shop, it is going to cost $9 per square foot ? 

General Wasupourne. I looked into that pretty carefully, Mr. 
Hardy, and find that those buildings are supposed to be put up of fire- 
proof or fire-resistant materials. Ordinarily concrete block. Now 
the definitive drawing, of course, just shows the floor plans and the 

artitions, and the district engineer may think that it will cost him 
9 to put it up, and with the material he has in mind. 

Another district engineer may say it won’t cost that much. 

Mr. Harpy. General, you have your warehouse down there in item 
55 at $6 a square foot, and presumably that is going to be fireproof. 
I just wonder what is the difference between your 6 and your 8, both on 
the same base. 

General Wasrmournr. I would say the probable difference is in the 
fact that this is a small isolated building where he doesn’t have a_ 
chance to make up his costs as he would in a larger building. 

The Cuairman. It depends on what. you store, too. 

General WasHpournr. Paint and dope is essentially inflammable 
material. 

The Cuarmman. Surely. 

General WasHsourne. And we have a fireproof requirement on 
those buildings. 

The Cuammnan. All right. Personnel facilities. 

General Wasneourne. Personnel facilities, nearly $900,000, to add 
four facilities there at Abilene, an NCO club, an officers’ club building, 
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a post exchange sales store, and a 750-seat theater. Those are the only 
items at Abilene that survived the screening in accordance with the 
Secretary’s discussion of last week. 

I would like to mention here that the local people have donated 
money to build swimming pools and some other things there for the 
benefit of the Air Force garrison. 

The Cuamman. Administration facilities. 

General WasHnourne. Administration facilities. There are nine 
projects in that group. All of those are fences, commissaries, head- 

uarters buildings, security houses, and the like, necessary to operate 
the base for the type of security required by the Strategic Air 
Command. 

The final category is three projects for $300,000 for shops. The 
total of the base is $17,435,000, for which we are asking new authoriza- 
tion of $14,674,000. 

Mr. Durwam. You have all your water and everything already 
there? 

General Wasupourne. Yes, sir. The water system is taken care of 
under utilities in the previous program. 

Mr. Rivers. Mr. Chairman—— 

The Cuarrman. One question about this, that the members of the 
committee should know. Is not the House Appropriations Commit- 
tee refusing to clear some $25 million involving Homestead, Abilene, 
and Bunker Hill, because of the lack of progress in obligated funds 
already available? 

General WasHpnourne. That was the case the last time we appeared 
before them. I think since that time the funding for Abilene has been 
rerequested on the basis of large obligations on pavement and bar- 
racks in recent weeks. 

I am not sure whether the additional funding at Abilene has been 
released by House Appropriations or not. i 

Mr. Ketriener. As of 2 days ago, I believe, General, it had not been. 

General Wasuzourne. It has not yet been released, Mr. Chairman. 

The Cuarrman. Well, perhaps that is because you haven't obligated 
it before now out of the $2,760,000. So if we approve this item, we 
ought to be sure that you get all of it, at least we authorize the total 
amount you are asking. But we will pass Abilene by for the time be- 
ing until you bring us a little more information on the real estate 
purchases, 

Mr. Rivers. Mr. Chairman 

General Wasueourne. The next base, Mr. Chairman, is Altus Air 
Force Base, Oklahoma. 

The CuatrmMan. Mr. Rivers had a question. 

Mr. Rivers. I want to say this: In these torrid, terrifically hot cli- 
mates, one of the most necessary things for the boys is a swimming 
pool. Now they can say what they want to about morale of recrea- 
tion or anything else. Siem not talking about Abilene. I think that 
this committee, Mr. Chairman, ought to look into the possibility or the 
investigation of constructing a swimming pool on these bases. 

I am talking about it across the board. Because it means so much 
to these young men. It is not like an ordinary installation. A 
swimming mm ct a highly desirable thing. And it means so much to 
these boys. And I think for the Defense Department to summarily 
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cut these things off—you take out there in Texas and Oklahoma, where 
it gets 100-odd degrees in the shade, and no shade, they need a swim- 
ming pool. And in my part of the world we have an ocean. But I 
am talking about this country where they don’t have it. 

Mr. Chairman, I think it is much more than a passing notation, that 
we should look into this thing. In my country, thank God, we’ve got 
the ocean, as I say, but they don’t have it in that part of the world. I 
can see why those things would be highly imperative and very desir- 
able. That is what I want to say about the swimming pool. 

Mr. Brooxs. Will the gentleman yield ¢ 

Mr. Rivers. Yes. 

Mr. Brooxs. I started to say this the other day. I think it is true, 
that we are putting too heavy a burden, in my judgment, upon the 
matter of raising nonappropriated funds for this purpose. 

Now when we were overseas in the Far East, we saw how many mil- 
lions were being raised from our own people there. It is an indirect 
method of taxation. I think it is getting in some instances to the 
poss where it is unfair to the Service personnel to assess them to 

uild things that we ought to provide as a Government. 

The Cuairman. Now that the pattern—I think most of us will 
agree with what both the gentlemen have just said. 

Now that the pattern has been given us pretty clearly by General 
Washbourne, if members will just pay attention as he goes quickl 
through these bases, and he can make so much progress if we will 
hold our questions—unless you see some discrepancy, | would suggest 
that the committee let him proceed as rapidly as we can. 

The next base is Altus Air Force Base. 


General Wasunourne. Yes, sir. That is on page 17 of the bill and 
the line items begin on page 19 of the book. 

The first group of projects, 8 projects, for 7 million dollars, is to 
expand and strengthen airfield pavements there for the heavy bomber 
mission, Altus was originally designed and built for the troop- 


carrier mission. 

Under category C we have 11 small projects, involving communica- 
tions. 

The CuHarman. Before you get to that, will you explain the real 
estate—the 103 acres and the 1,567. 

General WasHpBourne. Mr. Chairman, the 1,567 acres at Altus 
include 103 acres the Government has bought in the recent construction 
program, and the 1,464 acres that are released by the Government on a 
dollar-a-year lease—that is, the municipal airport. 

The Cuatrman. That is right. Go ahead. 

General Wasusourne. There is substantial funding for aircraft 
maintenance facilities and troop housing at Altus, to be added 

Mr. Rivers. Wait, Mr. Chairman, right there, before he goes on. 

Did I understand you to say there were no bases in this SAC pro- 
gram that weren’t permanent? Am I mistaken or not? 

General WasHxourNe. Yes, sir; there are some bases in the SAC 
program that are not permanent. 

. Rivers. Excuse me. I thought you said they were all per- 
manent ? 
General Wasupourneg. Yes, sir; there is quite a number, 8 or 10 


possibly. 
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The Carman. This is 10-year construction, too. 
Mr. Rivers. I see that. 

General WasHpourNne. This is nonpermanent construction, yes, sir: 
semipermanent construction. 

Mr. Harpy. Whom do you say we are leasing this land from ? 

Mr. Smarr. The city. 

Mr. Harpy. The city? 

General Wasupourne. The city of Altus, Okla. It is their munic- 
ipal airport, returned to Government control. 

Mr. Keviener. The lease goes until 30 June 1977, Mr. Hardy. 

General Wasnpourne. Mr. Chairman, again we have real-estate 
items to be added. There are 11 line items under real estate here, 
totaling 1,664 acres to be acquired. Partially in avigation easements 
and partially by fee purchase. 

The total cost of this acquisition is estimated to be $336,000 for land. 

Storage facilities, 7 projects, account for $985,000, and something 
over $1 million being added for personnel facilities. The total for 
the base is $15,632,000. 

The CHairrmMan. And the lease runs until what ¢ 

Mr. Keniener. 1977. 

The 1977. 

General Wasnpocrne. That are accompanied by option renewal for 
an additional 25 years. 

The CHairMan. Good. 

Mr. Bares. General, can you tell us the difference between this item 
here, G, troop housing and messing, dormitory; you have 133 men 
barrack there for $1,170 per man, where back at Abilene you got a 
200-man at an average of $1,620. You have about $500 more per man 
for the dormitories. 

Mr. Brooks. It is 25-year construction. 

General WasHnourne. At Abilene we have the permanent construc- 
tion-type barracks, the 200-man, 3-story masonry barracks, estimated 
at $1,350 per airman, and at Altus we have the 2-story nonpermanent 
barracks estimated at $1,100 per airman. 

Mr. Bares. I am talking about item G, at Abilene, $1,620—excuse 
me—$1,350, that is right. 

General WasHpourNe. Yes, sir; that is the unit price on the dormi- 
tories. There is a spread between the 3-story masonry barracks and 
the 2-story, not semipermanent. It is estimated to be $250 per man. 
Tt doesn’t always turn out to be that. Sometimes the spread is much 
closer. 

Mr. Bares. It is a different kind of construction / 

General WasnpourNe. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Wickersuam. Mr. Chairman, one question. 

The CHatrman. Mr. Wickersham. 

Mr. WickersHAm. General Washbourne, in view of the fact that 
the land is owned and leased and you have to acquire additional land, 
and in view of the fact that the pavement is going to be the same for 
10-year or 25, this additional 4 or 10 percent extra cost to convert— 
1 mean to build these initially, these SAC bases—don’t you think it 
would pay to do it on these half dozen, or whatever number you have, 
14 bases 
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General Wasurourne. Mr. Chairman, it seems to me the answer to 
that question lies in deciding what is the permanent level of the Air 
Force. If the present roe To of wings is pretty dependably going 
to be kept for an indefinite number of years, I think it would be a good 
investment to build it that way now. 

Up until this year, though, we have not so considered the force level 
of the Air Force to be permanent at this size. 

Mr. Wickersuam. But under this new 

General WasHeourne. I am not qualified, of course, to evaluate that 
answer. 

The Cuarrman. We understand what you mean. 

Mr. WickersHam. That is right. Thank you. 

Mr. Harpy. No, Mr. Chairman, may I? 

The CHatrMan. Yes. 

Mr. Harpy. General, on your land acquisition, I notice we have a 
situation somewhat similar to what we had awhile ago, in that in your 
small tracts you got a relatively high per acre estimate, running up 
as high as $1,000 per acre, or 15—well, in one case as high as $4,000 
an acre, on a quarter acre acquisition. Now on your larger acquisi- 
tions, 20 and 40 acres, the highest price you have there is $400 an acre. 
That is for fee title. I refer to your last two items on page 2. 

You have one item of 20 and another item of 40. One at $400 an 
acre and the other at $250. Somewhere in connection with it, you are 
acquiring some avigation easement, 996 acres at $116 an acre, which 
is well over half of the prices you are paying for some of your fee 
title land. 

And then in your item 41 you are acquiring 280 acres of restrictive 
easements. I presume that is also avigation easements; is that right? 

General WasHpourne. That is around the ammunition storage area. 

Mr. Harpy. That is around the ammunition storage area ? 

General WasHrourNe. Yes, sir; it is a restrictive easement for the 
hazard area around the igloo. 

Mr. Harpy. That is land that is off the area that you are leasing 
from the city ¢ 

General WasHpourne. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Harpy. So you have to stick this ammunition storage area up 
there close to the edge and then you are acquiring restrictive easements 
around the outside ? 

General WasHpourNne. We buy the ammunition storage area itself 
with the igloos on it, and then we take easements around the remaining 
hazard area out to the limit of the danger. 

Mr. Harpy. What can the people use that land for? 

General WasHpourNeE. Farming—anything that doesn’t involve the 
assembly and habitation of people. 

Mr. Harpy. Well now, Mr. Chairman, I am getting to the question 
that I really had in mind. We are tenants on this base for a period 
of how long, Mr. Kelleher? You gave us that figures a minute ago. 

Mr. Ketirner. 1977 at Altus, sir. 

Mr. Harpy. So automatically these easements would expire in 20 
years; is that right? 

General WasHeourne. No, sir; these are perpetual easements we 
expect to take here on this land in accordance with our usual practice. 

Mr. Harpy. What good are they going to be if we give up the 
base in "77% 
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General WasHupourne. It is a good question, sir. 

The Crarrman. You have the privilege of renewing it. 

General WastiourNne. Well, these easements that we would buy 
under this legislation do not have an expiration date. I think the 
answer is in the fact that this base will probably be continued in use 
beyond the present lease and if it were not, we would then have the 
proposition of disposing of the Government interest in this real estate. 

Mr. Harpy. You are purchasing 206 acres to put this ammunition 
storage on; is that right? 

General WasHBouRNE. Yes, sir; that is right. 

Mr. Harpy. You are paying $413 an acre for it. And you are pro- 
posing to pay $210 an acre for a restrictive easement of the land 
around it? 

General WaAsupnourne. Yes, sir, that is the way it shows here. 

Mr. Harpy. So that you are paying virtually a little over half as 
much for your easements as you are for the fee title to the land. And 
if you ever discontinue the use of that 206 acres as ammunition stor- 
age, your easement will have absolutely no value. You can’t sell it; 
is that right? 

General Wasunourne. I believe it is, yes, sir. 

Mr. Harpy. But the man that has gotten over half as much for his 
land as you are paying for the fee title for that amount which you are 
taking: 

General Wasnsourne. That is the way it would work out, yes, sir. 

Mr. Harpy. I just raised that for this purpose, Mr. Chairman. It 
looks like to me we are getting way out of line on some of these ease- 
ments and I am just wondering whether or not it wouldn’t be better 
if we could find a basis for acquiring an easement for a period of years 
subject to a renewal at a reduced cost. 

General Wasupourne. I think that would work, Mr. Hardy. Iam 
not sure whether we would take an easement for a definite number 
of years and get the price down. In fact, this particular tract—we 
have a report on it—shows improvements on the area that is involved 
in these easements, which, of course, would either have to be removed 
or not used during the period. 

I can’t say offhand whether this limited period easement will work 
or not, but I would sure like to find out. 

Mr. Harpy. I wish you would, because that thing is worrying me. 
I have seen so many of those right lately, Mr. Chairman, where they 
are paying just about as much for the easements as the value of the 
land that they are buying. And you know very well that if we ever 
change the use we are making of the land we bought so that we don’t 
need the easement, we have just thrown away that amount of money. 

(The information is as follows.) 


PERMANENT EASEMENTS VERSUS TEMPORARY EASEMENTS 


Air Force installations are normally owned or leased for a minimum period of 
25 years. 

Generally, the cost of a restrictive or avigation easement over a 25-pear period 
approximates the cost of a permanent easement. In the case of avigation ease- 
ments, in many instances a substantial portion of the cost is the removal of 
obstructions such as trees and improvements. In addition, since this easement is 
necessary for the protection of the approaches to the runways, it can be assigned 
in the event the base is disposed of for airport purposes, thus benefiting civil 
as well the military aviation. 
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Generally, the cost for road and utility easements over a period of about 10 
years approximates the fee value of the land because this type of easement 
generally renders the land useless for any other purpose, If the easement is 
temporary, the Government is responsible for restoration costs at the termination 
of the easement. Since this type of easement is for the support of an installation 
it should be assignable in the event of disposal action. 

In view of the foregoing, it is considered that the acquisition of permanent 
easements are to the best interests of the Government. 

Mr. Harpy. I am through. Thank you. 

Mr. CunntNGHAM. General, as I understand it, these easements are 
perpetual 

Wasupourne. Right. 

Mr. Cunninouam. You pay the full consideration at once, just as 
if you were buying the land. That easement is then recorded and 
becomes a covenant running with the land? 

General Wasunourne. That is right. 

Mr. Cunninouam. Is that correct ¢ 

General Wasnpourne. That is right? 

Mr. CunninGuam. Now, in the case of these igloos, where you are 
storing ammunition, what do you use with the easement? What do 
you do with it? Do you just have it there as a security measure to 

eep people from populating the area, or can you go out and use that 
land? What are the terms of your easement? What can you do with 
it? 

General WasupourNe. Well, the fee owner retains all the use of the 
land for farming or activities like that that don’t involve habitation 
or assembly of people. 

Mr. Cunninenam. All right. What use does the Government get 
out of it? 

General Wasneourne. Our use is simply to remove the hazard to 
the public of having the ammunition area stored nearby. 

r. CUNNINGHAM. Well—— 

General Wasnvourne. That is the only use we get out of it. 

Mr. Cunntneuam. Explain that. What do you mean? Can you 
get on the land and use it and build buildings on it? 

General Wasnpournr. No, sir. 

Mr. CunninGHAM. Can you prevent others from going on there and 
using it? 

General Wastnourne. We fence it. We keep the public off of it, 
yes, sir. 

Mr. Cunninouam. Then, I am following out the gentleman from 
Virginia, Mr. Hardy’s a If you abandon the site for a storage 
dump, you haven’t anything to sell or anything of any value to anyone 
else. You have no easement that has any merchantable value. Be- 
cause, after all, your easement is just an easement to prevent, not an 
easement to go ahead and do something with the land. 

General WasHpBourne. I believe that is right, Mr. Cunningham. 

Mr. Cunnincuam. I think the gentleman from Virginia has raised 
a good point. We can save money by exploring it, Mr. Chairman. 

he CuatrMan. Do you want to approve this item ? 

Mr. Harpy. We can’t argue with it, Mr. Chairman. We are in no 
position to argue with it. 

Mr. Brooks. Mr. Chairman, it has come back to Mr. Cunningham 
and Mr. Cunningham is a man of ability, and conscientious, and doing 
a good job. I say let’s approve it and let it come back to the sub- 
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and let him, cast. bis eagle eye wpon it when it does come 
back. 

The Cuatrman. You are rather getting reverse action, it seems to 
me, when the full committee approves and authorizes an item, and— 

Mr. Broorns. Mr. Chairman, further, here is what is running 
through my mind. 

Mr. Price. If we approve it, it stands approved. 

Mr. Brooks. I don’t know that it enters into the situation at all. 
In many instances you have oil-bearing land. 

You can get an easement over the land and still it is suitable for oil- 
drilling purposes. You are going to run into cases where undoubt- 
edly easement are far cheaper to handle for the Government than the 
yurchase ‘of the land. You are in some of this territory where there 
1s oil production, I mean generally in the whole area. I just give that 
thought out. 
~ Mr. Wickersnam. Mr. Chairman, another reason, if I might, too, 
where it would be cheaper to get the easement is that it would leave 
the land for the school districts, and where they have to have those 
easements, too, it is irrigated land. So it is cheaper. 

The Cuarmman. Where is Altus? 

Mr. Wickrersuam. Altus is north of Wichita Falls, in Texas. 

Mr. Durnam. Mr. Chairman, 

The Cuarrman. Mr. Durham. 

Mr. Durnam. I don’t know whether this suggestion would work or 
not. But since these land items do have to be approved finalily by the 
subcommittee, Mr. Cunningham’s subcommittee, and in going through 
these items we don’t want to hold up the whole thing, but this real 
estate thing is the thing that always gives us so much troubles, with 
publicity and everything else. 

I would like to suggest that these land acquisition items be turned 
over to Mr. Cunningham’s committee for full investigation and brought 
back here to the committee for approval. That is my suggestion. I 
don’t know whether it is worth anything. 

The Cuarrman. It is only where the project is in excess of $25,000. 

Mr. Durnam. That is right. 

The CuatrMan. You don’t have to bother with the little items. 

Mr. Duruam. That is right. 

Mr. Brooks. Why couldn’t you adopt the policy of saying wherever 
the land exceeds—if the gentleman will give me his ideas on this— 
where the land exceeds a certain value, especially investigate it, and 
where the easement exceeds a certain cost, especially investigate that, 
so that where you get into a high-priced situation, you will know the 
reasoning for it. 

Mr. Durnam. Yes. 

Mr. Brooxs. General, do you have a map covering that base that 
you can show us where this land is located in reference to the base? 
General WasnBourne. Yes, sir, I do. 

The ammunition storage area is this red sector of land here, the 206 
acres of fee is in this vicinity, near the igloos. The 280 acres of ease- 
ment is the additional perimeter around that. 

The easements for the runways are this tract of 165 acres on the 
south side, and one hundred and some odd acres on the north sidé in 
this vicinity. There is an additional acquisition to protect this exten- 
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- of the east-west runway, this piece here, 143 acres fitting on to 
that. 

That is the general reason why we are asking for easements, aviga- 
tion easements, to protect the end of the runways and for both fee 
and easement acquisitions on the ammunition storage areas. Those 
requirements will reappear several times. 

Without objection, Altus Air Force Base, Altus, 


he CHarrRMAN. 
is approved. 
r. Dunnam. Mr, Chairman—— 

The Cuamman. What? 

Mr. Duruam. I am going to reserve the right to object to all real 
estate acquisitions. 

The Cuarman. I think we will have to do that. ‘4 

General Wasueourne. Mr. Chairman, the next base is Barksdale 
Air Force Base, on page 17 of the bill, and the line items begin on 
page 23 of the line item book. 

he Cuairman. And you are asking for about $4 million? 

General Wasnpournr. We are asking, yes, sir, for less than $4 
million, which is included in existing unused authorization on the 
station. That includes some $3,200,000 for additional pavement work 
and 6 other categories of construction making up the balance. 

The Cuarrman. There is only 139 additional acres; 139 additional 
acres is all you are asking for. 

Mr. Ketiener. No, sir, more than that. 

The Crammay, This is a permanent base. We own 21,000 and 
the total is 22,000, only 139—no, more than that. 

General WasnpBourne. That is a separate off-base tract of land 
which we own but is shown separately here because the machine 
records didn’t sum it up. 

Mr. Ketiener. (Aside to chairman.) 

General Wasnvourne. We own about 22,000 acres that 
reservation. 

Mr. Duruam. Then there is no acquisition of land here? 

General WasuBourne. No, sir, no acquisition at all. 

The CHarrman. That is all right. 

General Wasnrournr. Excuse me. There is an acquisition in- 
volved here. 

Mr. Rivers. On the key, isn’t it? 

Mr. Harpy. With all that land, you have to buy some more? 

General Wasnpourne. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Ketiener. 676 acres involved. 

Mr. WickersuaM. Bigger planes, this SAC. 

The CHatMan. 676 acres. 

Mr. Rivers. The record ought to indicate that the city gave them 
that property to start with. 

Mr. Harpy. I think we ought to have a real honest-to-God ex- 
planation, Mr. Chairman, why, with all that land, they have to buy 
some more. 

Mr. Brooxs. I will explain it. , 

Mr. Harpy. I would just as soon have the air force explain it, but 
if my colleague wants to explain it, all right. 

The Cramman. Why do you have to have that extra acreage? 

General Wasneourne. The 600 acres that we want to buy for 
avigation easement is to protect the approaches to the south end of 
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the runway. That lies fairly near the main highway and goes over 
land.which the Government does not own. 

The Cuatrman. This is close to Shreveport / 

General Wasnpourne. Yes, sir. 

The Cuairman. <A big city. 

Mr. Durnam. You have to move a highway ? 

General WasHpourne. No. The boundary of the donated land 
simply cuts sharply to the eastward there and this runway extension 
and the approaches from the end of it extend over land, which is the 
land the Government doesn’t own. 

Mr. Harpy. And you didn’t have room enough to extend in the op- 
posite direction ? 

General Wasupourne. No, sir. Unfortunately, when Barksdale 
was built, about 20 years ago, more or less, they put the built-up area 
of the base in the extreme northwest corner of the 22,000 acres. So 
as we have had to expand it over the years, we ran out of land, al- 
though we got plenty in other areas to the South and east, where we 
don’t need it. 

Mr. Devereux. How about selling some of it? 

Mr. Brooks. I would like to say this to the gentleman, in reply to 
what the gentleman has to say, my colleague from Maryland, they 
are drilling for oil and that is one of my complaints. They have about 
$200 million of oil there. The city of mee gave them the 


22,000 acres. And they are developing a part of it for oil, after our 
people paid taxes on it. 

And I do think—and they are making a lot of money out of it. I 
do think there is an obligation there to take care of the local people 


that have donated this great tract of land there when they exploit it 
for oil, to take care of some sort of moral obligation. 

Mr. Rivers. This is the first time that the Air Force ever had an 
oil well on an airfield and making money out of it. 

Mr. Brooks. They have $200 million in oil out there. 

Mr. Rivers. That is right. 

Mr. Brooxs. They are making plenty of money on that base. 

Mr. Harpy. That is something separate and apart from the con- 
sideration of acquiring 6 more acres when they have 22,000, 

Mr. Brooks. It has nothing to do with that, of course. 

The CHamman. Without objection, Barksdale is approved. 

Mr. Harpy. Mr. Chairman, might I just raise one other point, 
which I don’t think will be controversial. 

The Fine. 

Mr. Harpy. That is on your paving. You have in item 3, $17.10 a 
square yard here. What is the explanation? I presume it is the 
same type of pavement as you are goinng to use at Abilene. Why 
should it cost so much more at Barksdale ¢ 

General WasHpournre. I asked that, Mr. Hardy, and was informed 
that.we-had very severe foundation conditions off the south end of the 
field at Barksdale which required a higher than usual price. 

Mr. Harpy. Well, undermined it by putting an oilfield under there ? 

General WasHeourne. No, sir, there are some several old sloughs 
that run in that area. 

Mr. Harpy. Thank you, Mr. Chairman. 

rene Duruam. You should reserve the oil rights on this 650 acres, 
hope. 
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Mr. Rivers. That is pretty tough country. I have been on there. 

General Wasnrourne. Mr. Chairman, the next base is the Berg- 
strom Air Force Base, on page 18 of the bill, and the line items begin 
on page 27 of the program book. 

Mr. Ketiener. May I ask one question, Mr. Chairman ¢ 

The Cuarrman. Yes. 

Mr. Keviener. General, this is an example, as was Barksdale, of a 
case where you have a total authorization exceeding your total 
program ¢ 

In this case there is a difference of some $678,000. What will hap- 
pen to that excess authorization that you have and which will not be 
repealed at least at this time? 

General WasHsourne. Nothing happens to it right now, Mr. Kel- 
leher. If we have a program next vear we may use some of it up. If 
we don’t have any further programs here, I would say it would be 
proper to propose rescission of it. 

Mr. Harpy. Mr. Chairman, might I raise just one other question ? 

The CHarrman. Yes. 

Mr. Harpy. What is the difference between page 23 and 247 

Mr. Smarr. Duplication. 

Mr. Bennetr. No, they are not duplications. 

Mr. Smarr. No? 

General Wasunourne. You may have a faulty run, Mr. Hardy. We 
have uncovered some. We thought we had recalled them. But per- 
haps we didn’t in your case. 

r. Bennett. They are not identical. 

General Wasnvourne. There is a duplicate of one of the bases there, 
in 24 and 25, which should be removed. 

Mr. Bennett. The only thing I can see different is on lines 18 and 23. 

Mr. Harpy. You have to carry it over to page 25. Evidently that 
ought to be pulled out. 

reneral WAsHBouRNE. Page 23 didn’t have room for the total and 
the machine just skipped over and ran the whole thing over again to 
get the total. : 

The Cuamman. There is no new authorization requested in this 
bill for this project ? 

General WasHsournr. That is correct, sir. There are nine cate- 
gories of projects included in unused authorization, already there. ..- 

The Cuamman. Without objection, Bergstrom is approved. 

The next is Biggs Air Force Base, E] Paso, which we visited the 
other day. 

General Wasnusourne. Biggs is on page 18 of the bill and the line 
items begin on page 30. We are asking in this bill for $1,451,000 worth 
of line items, the major one of which is $1,667,000 for widening of the 
primary runway at Biggs. 

The Cuarman, This is the heavy bomber wing, isn’t it? 

‘ General Wasurovurne. This is a heavy bombardment station, yes, 
sir. 

The CuatrMan. Permanent construction ¢ 

General Permanent construction. 

Mr. Harpy. How much is land going to cost down in that area? 

The Cuarrman. Two acres. 

General Wasupourne. Mr. Chairman, that land may—I mean these 
facilities may, when we finally get them sited, come within the exist- 
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ing boundaries of the Fort Bliss military reservation. If they are off 
the base, it will be hard to guess exactly what it will cost. 

But these are simply, 1 would say, perimeter figures, Mr. Hardy. 
It would authorize us to acquire it. 

Mr. Harpy. They sure are perimeter figures. By golly, with $2,000 
set up for 3 acres of that land down there, I would just like to know 
who in the Sam Hill made any such appraisal as that. Maybe you 
went out and picked the land that was one of the oases down there. 

General WasHnourne. No, sir. It frankly, hasn't been picked yet. 
These tactical air navigation facilities may be anywhere 1 to 5 miles 
from the end of the runway. We just don’t—— 

Mr. Harpy. Wouldn’t you have a hard time looking over that whole 
area to find land worth that much ? 

General Wasusourne. I would, yes, sir. 

Mr. Rivers. Unless it has changed, I wouldn’t give you $5 for the 
whole desert down there. 

Mr. Barrs. No, sir. 

General Wasusourne. Mr. Chairman, the next base is Campbell 
Air Force Base—— 

The Cuairman. Without objection, Biggs Air Force Base at El Paso 
is Campbell Air Force Base, Ky. 

neral WasHpouRNE. Page 18 of the bill. The line items begin 
on page 32 of the program book. This year’s program is $2,248,000, 
about half of which is additional pavements, primarily for extending 
the runway and taxiway system for the airplanes that use that station. 

The other categories are normal. We have land acquisition here, 
four projects, totaling $21,000. 

Mr. WickersHam. Mr. Vinson and I move you approve it. 

The Cxuarrman. I notice that the amount that is appropriated in 
the bill, or as written in the bill, varies a little from the amount that 
you have in this back-up book. But very little—$759,168. You have 
$760,000. I don’t know why you have that difference, slight difference. 

General Wasusourne. For machine purposes in the bill, Mr. Chair- 
man, we have rounded out the $759,168 to $760,000. 

The Cuairman. I see. Does that run clear through the bill? 

General Wasueourne. Yes, sir. That is the general pattern. 
Where we have an odd figure, we round it out. 

The CuarrMan. That is what I want to know. 

Without objection, Campbell is approved. 

Carswell Air Force, a big one, Fort Worth. 

General WAsHpournr. Page 18 of the bill and the line items begin 
on page 34 of the book. 

e are asking for $2,248,000 to be added to Carswell, in 10 cate- 
gories of construction. 

The biggest item is five projects involving extensions to airfield 
pavements. 

' The Cuarrman. But this has already been authorized. Then there 
is no additional authorization requested in the bill. 

General WasHpourne. Yes, sir, that is correct. 

I would like to call attention there to a land item, line item 20. 

Mr. Rivers. 71 acres. 

General WaAsupourne. $200,000. 

Mr. Duriam. $200,000. 
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General WasHsBourne. That item there, 495 acres estimated to cost 
$200,000, is the purchase of a large ammunition storage area out west 
of the base beyond the Consolidated-Vultee Aircraft plant. 

Mr. Cunnincuam., Isn’t that under condemnation, General? Now ¢ 

Mr. Keuiener. Not that one, this is new. 

Mr. CunNiINGHAM. This isn’t the part that is under condemnation ¢ 

General WasHpBourNne. No, sir. 

The CHarmman. Just about 7 miles from Fort Worth. 

Mr. Duruam. I thought he said this was away from the base. 

General WasHpourne. This tract of land is about 2 miles from the 
center of the field, out beyond the Convair plant. 

Mr. Durnam. Which makes it 9 miles. 

General Wasupourne. As the committee may remember, we have 
had several propositions for the Ordnance area—— 

Mr. Rivers. That is that ordnance ¢ 
Wasupournr, Yes, sir, this is the area for the base orduitnce 

acility. 

Mr. Rivers. You call this a reprograming proposition ¢ 

Mr. Smarr. Yes. 

Mr. Duruam. The land has not. 

The Cuarrman, Oh, the land has not. 

Without objection, Carswell is approved—— 

Mr. Harpy. Mr. Chairman, may I just inquire about line item 11? 

$33 a square foot. 

General WasHrournr. Yes, sir. 

That rawinsonde building, Mr. Hardy, is a special structure. It 
has special towers and domes and the square footage of the building 


is broken up very badly, with special installed facilities. We have 


checked and found that this is a pretty reasonable estimate for what 
it will cost, 

The Cuairman. The next is Castle Air Force Base. 

General WasHnourne. Page 19 of the bill, Mr. Chairman. And the 
line items begin on page 37 of the program book. We are asking for 
$9,581,000 for projects in 14 categories, the largest. of which are 15 
separate pavement-improvement projects under category A. They 
involve the conversion of the medium bomber station there. 

(Off the record.) 

Mr. Durnam. How much land acquisition is there ? 

General Wasupourne. The land acquisition at Castle, under cate- 
gory K, involves the avigation easement of 385 acres, and the fee 
purchase of 144 acres. Those are both to extend the runway at the 
north end. 

Mr. Duruam. You have over 500 acres in new purchase there ? 

General WasnHpourne. Yes, sir; I believe that will be correct. 

Mr. Durnam. How much do you own there? 

General WasHpourne. The present land at Castle is 2,378 acres. 

Me. Douruam. 500 acres there is going to cost you $244,000; is that 
right 

, le Wasnpourne. That is the estimate; yes, sir. This will be 
the third time we have had to buy more land at Castle in order to 
expand the base. 

Mr. Harpy. In that $385 an acre for avigation easements, have we 
any obstructions that are going to have to be removed / 
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General Wasnpourne. Yes, sir. 
There are obstructions and improvements on that land. If I re- 
member correctly, all of it, or a portion of it, is almond orchard, and 
we have to do extensive earth work on the approaches. 

Mr. Harpy. Does this $325 an acre include the cost of the orchard 
which will be destroyed ¢ 

General Wasnpourne. Yes, sir; it would include the cost of those 
things. 

Mr. Harpy. Well, I might return to line item 15. 

What is the hazard to be removed, costing $300,000 ¢ 

General Wasneourne: Mr. Chairman, that hazard removal is a 
machine coding for construction difficulty in the high ground at the 
north end of the runway extension, in the overrun area of the runway 
extension. We are adding 1,800 feet to the present length of the 
runway and it encounters heavy going. 

Mr. Harpy. Well, you didn’t treat that the way you did the one 
we had at Barksdale awhile ago. 

When you had some extra fill that you had to do you increased your 
per yard cost. 

General Wasunournr. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Harpy. Now, when you got to take a hill down, why you put 
in a special item for that. 

General Wasusourne. Well, we have done that in previous pro- 
grams, Mr. Chairman, where the extra construction, I believe they 
call it excess cut and fill, was heavier than average. 

Mr. Harpy. Well, I know, but of course, the thing that was in- 
volved in Barksdale was the excess fill, wasn’t it? 

General WasHpourne. No, sir. The gradient of the land at Barks- 
dale was not severe. It was the foundation conditions. It might 
po a to taking out some of the fill and replacing it. I couldn’t 
tell you. 

Mr. Harpy. You have $300,000 that was put in here, then, for 
cutting a hill down? 

The Cratrman. Off the record. 

(Off the record.) 

Mr. Harpy. I am not worried about that, Mr. Chairman, but I am 
just trying to figure what they are going to do with this hill. 

Mr. Smart. It may be a ditch. 

p Mr. Rivers. You will have to remove it. I don’t care what you do 
or it. 

General Wasneourne. These are the overrun areas off the ends of 
the runway, Mr. Chairman. They require grading and treatment to 
make them safe. That is what this $300,000 is estimated to do. 

Mr. Harpy. That is for hazard removal. 

General Wasunourne. That is right. 

The Cuarrman. All right. 

Without objection, Castle is approved. 

We go to Clinton-Sherman Airport, Clinton, Okla. 

General WasnBournt. Clinton-Sherman Airport on Clinton, Okla., 
is on page 19 of the bill, and the line items begin on page 41 of the 
book. This is a former naval air station that was in the 143—-wing 
program and has been previously authorized for $9,932,000 for the 
same mission of strategic air command. It was deferred in the cut- 
back of the 120-wing program last year, and is now reinstated in the 
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program for funding. The total requirement is now $11,394,000. We 
are asking for this program $11,393,000 to begin the construction of 
Clinton-Sherman. 

Mr. Ketiener. You don’t show any land either leased or owned on 
this first sheet. Is that because of its status as a former naval air 
station ? 

General WasuBournr. It has not yet been transferred to the Air 
Force, Mr. Kelleher. 

The construction of these facilities is standard, $4,134,000 for the 
sane nae” and proper amounts for fueling, communications, troop 

ousing. I would like to call attention to the entire troop housing 
program here for $3,696,000. 

Real estate acquisition in addition to the amount of land being made 
available to the Air Force involves $232,000 in nine tracts. 

The Cnarrman. It was a Navy field? 

Mr. Wickersuam. You have 2,500 acres, the Navy has. 

General Wasnpourne. The existing naval air station is being trans- 
ferred to the Air Force under an agreement with the Navy and taken 
back as a municipal airport. But this additional land here is required 
for base expansion. 

Mr. Rivers. What isa strat fighter? Is that a stategic fighter? 

General Wasueourne. Yes, sir, that is a strategic fighter. 

Mr. Rivers. What is a strategic fighter ? 

Is it a long-range fighter? 

General WasupourNe. It is a long-range version of the fighter 
aircraft, yes, sir. 

Mr. Brooks. Off the record. 

(Discussion off the record. 

Mr. Bates. It is in the book. 
re Mr. WickersHaM. Mr. Chairman, in connection with these two 

ases, 

The CuHarrman. Yes. 

Mr. WickersHam. I would appreciate it if the Air Force could fur- 
nish the committee and myself the actual estimated cost, the difference 
between the 10-year construction and the 25-years in your opinion in 
your opinion in the next few days that it would take to make these 
25-year bases like the SAC bases. 

Mr. Durnam. Why do you have some land? There is about 1,200 
acres of additional land. 

I notice it is 17 miles from the city and it will cost you $232,000. 
That is some more expensive land. 

General Wasunourne. The bulk of the land, Mr. Durham, is re- 

uired for the avigation easements and the restrictive easements for 
the ordnance areas and the runways. - For building additional run- 
way extension, we have to have 200 acres added to the base that is 
being transferred to us. 

That is a fairly common problem in expanding a World War II 
airport for jet operations. 

he CHamrMAn. General, I know that you entertain hopes, but do 

ou have expectation that we can acquire much of these additional 
aah for less than the estimate ? 

You are going to have to have pretty good bargains. 
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General WasnHnourne. I have both hope and expectation, Mr. 
Chairman, that these prices will be reduced when the final aequisition 
is made. 

Mr. DurHam. Look at your variation, there in your land. 75, 150, 
400, 460 and 460, right in the same area. 

Mr. Bares. The same area? 

Mr. Durnam. I say it is right in the same land. 

Mr. Bates. It is Oklahoma, isn’t it? 

The Cuamman. Without objection, Clinton-Sherman is approved. 

Go go Columbus, Miss. 

.. General Wasupourne. Columbus, Miss., is on page 19 of the bill, 
Mr. Chairman. That station is presently being used as a contract 
flying school. The mission is being changed to use it as a reconnais- 
sance fighter wing for strategic air command and make it a tactical 
station. The construction here is essential to build the additional 
pavements and to fix up additional operating facilities for the new 
mission. 

Mr. Ketienrr. Most of the land is leased ? 

- General Wasneourne. $3,607 acres of the land is leased and we 
expect to acquire under this program for the communication facil- 
ities for the SAC plan 1,000 and additional 6314 acres, all of which 
will be off base from the present holdings. 

Mr. Brooxs. Who owns the present land that is being leased ? 

General Wasusourne. The city of Columbus holds title to it now, 
following disposal action at the end of the war. 

ware Bennerr. You mean it was previously owned by the Govern- 
ment 

General Wasurourne. Yes, sir, it was a World War II station and 
was given back to the city and disposed of. 

Mr. Bennett. Why can’t we reclaim it? 

General WasHpourne. You mean recapture it? 

Mr. Bennett. Yes. 

General WasHBourNE. We could recapture it, but recapture pro- 
visions are limited to emergencies only, and we don’t want to make 
a big investment there and have the emergency declared over in which 
case, the city could reclaim it whether the Air Force liked it or not. 

It is better to have a voluntary lease agreement with the commu- 
nities than to do it under the recapture provisions. 

Mr. Bennett. It looks like to me maybe we need to have a new look 
at the recapture provisions. The Federal Government developed this 
area and if it goes back to the city and it can’t recapture it for the 
normal uses of the Government, it is a rather sad situation. I think 
there should be some change in the recapture procedure. 

General Wasupourne. I believe this committee mentioned that last 
year, Mr. Bennett, as being a thing to look into. This lease runs to 
the year 2040, at a nominal consideration, and frankly, it is about as 
pao | a deal we can hope to get. 

Mr. Bennett. I see that as far as this particular one is concerned. 

But it is an illustration of something that you were going to look 
into. Have you done anything about looking into it ? 

General Wasupourne. I can’t say we have yet; no, sir. 

(The information is as follows:) 
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RECAPTURE PROCEDURE 


Normally, recapture is not resorted to by the Air Force as the governing public 
law provides that control of lands acquired through this procedure will revert 
to the owners at the termination of a state of national emergency. 

Under this condition, the Air Force considers the land interest to be inade- 
quate to assure continued use of installations where millions of dollars are in- 
vested in facilities. The recapture provision has been invoked in only a few ‘in- 
stances, since in the great majority of cases definite tenures have been nego- 
tiated with municipalities in the form of long-term nominal leases. Rental 
payments over and above nominal rental are normally paid only for improve- 
ments made by the airport owner without Federal aid. 

It is believed, however, that the existence of recapture rights has been a 
major factor in the ability of the Air Force to obtain, in the great majority of 
cases, long-term leases with municipalities at nominal consideration. 

The Air Force interposes no objection to a change in the law which would 
permit recapture proceedings to be invoked to acquire and retain use of airport 
lands so long as a military requirement exists. This would improve the bargain- 
ing position of the Air Force jn reacquiring airports for military purposes. 

The CuarrMan. Let’s hold this one up until we get a little further 
report. 

Check on that, General, and let us know. We will pass Columbus 
Air Force Base by. 

General WasHpBourNeE. Very well, sir. 

The Cuatrman. Davis-Monthan Air Force Base, Tucson. 

General Wasnpourne. Page 20 of the bill. 

The line items for that project begin on page 48 of the program book. 
The total there is $3,034,000, of which more than two thirds is for 
additional paving at Davis-Monthan to accommodate the expanded 
medium-bomber mission. 

The other requirements are standard. 

The Cuarrman. No additional authorization in this bill ? 

General WasHpourne. That is right, no, sir. 

Mr. Durnam. No land. Congratulations. 

The CuamrMan, All right, without objection, the Davis-Monthan 
Air Force Base is approved. 

The next item is Dow Air Force Base, Bangor, Maine. 

General WasHpourne. The program for Dow Air Force Base is 
for $12 million, $70,000 in 14 categories, over half of that amount, 
Mr. Chairman, is in reconstruction and expansion of the pavements 
existing at Dow. 

The pavements at Dow are light duty, World War II type. Weare 
introducing a mission there involving heavy tanks and we have pave- 
ment problems. We find that it costs more to strengthen the pave- 
ments at Dow than it does to build them new, because they were 
built light duty in the first place, and the frost line there is some 4 or 
5 feet below the surface and we not only have to pay for the cost of 
the new heavy pavement, but we have to pay the added cost of digging 
up the old ones. That is why these prices are higher than the average. 

Mr. Harpy. They sure are up there. 

The Cuamman. You have a relatively small investment there now. 
But these tankers, they come in over the town, don’t they? 

General Wasupournr. No, sir, The runway heading that we pro- 
pose to use there doesn’t go over the town. The whole base is fairly 
near the city, but the traffic pattern doesn’t go over the town. 

Mr. Ketiener. Wasn’t that one of the complaints when this first 
got in the program, that the townspeople were objecting to the tankers 
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coming over? Was it at one time planned they would come over the 
town? 

General Wasneourne. It could have been, Mr. Kelleher. Two 
years ago the runway that we were figuring on making most of the 
improvements on is not the same heading as the one that is being 
used as instrument runway. 

Mr. Ketrener. Oh, you are using a new runway / 

General WasHBourNE. Yes, sir. The runway we are going to use 
there is the northwest-southeast runway and it does not go over town 
and if we rotate the traffic away from the city I don't think they 
will have any trouble. 

Mr. Kettenerr. And you don’t have local objections to the enlarge- 
ment of this base ¢ 

General WasHpourne, I am not aware of any, Mr. Kelleher. There 
may be some. 

The CuatrmMan. As I recall, one of those runways, and I think it 
was a long one, had quite a hill at the end of it, which presented a 
hazard problem. 

General WasHpourne. Yes, sir. The northeast end of the north- 
east-southwest runway did have very bad approaches. 

The Carman, Yes. 

General WasHpourne. And that is one of the reasons we changed. 
As a matter of fact 

The CuarrmaNn, And it is cheaper for you to change and build new 
ones rather than to try to repair those. 

General WasHBourNE. Yes. 

Mr. Brooks. Who owns the 20,000 acres being leased ? 

General WAsHBouURNE. That is what we call an OQ range there, 
that is an off-base facility. That is a gunnery range, off base. And 
it is leased from the—partly from the county and partly from private 
owners. 

Mr. Brooks. You have a long-term lease / 

General WAsHBoURNE. One second, sir. It is leased until 1966. 

Mr. Brooks. What does it cost ? 

General WasHpBourNe. $3,800 a year. 

The CuarrMan. You will notice that the price, members of the com- 
mittee, is pretty steep, but necessarily so because of climatic, weather 
conditions, I take it, because of the frost line, isn’t it? 

General WasHpourNe. Yes, sir. 

The frost line is 56 inches and possibly a little lower. It is very 
cold and we have to build a base down to that depth in order to make 
it suitable for indefinite use. 

The Cuairman. Of course, this field, too, would be of great value 
to perhaps Limestone, which is not too far aw ay. 

General WasHeourNE. Yes, sir. We expect to have additional uses 
of it over and above the mission shown here. 

The Carman. So the $8,288,000 additional that you are asking 
to be authorized in this bill on this field is justified because of the 
strategic position of this case. 

General WasHpBourne. Yes, sir, very important. 

Mr. Harpy. Mr. Chairman, may I ask ? 

I have noticed—I don’t think it has been the same all the way 
through, but on troop housing and messing, items 27 and 28, here 
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ou have your housing, your dormitory and your mess separated. I 
lieve at Abilene you had it all together. 

General Wasnvourne. No, sir, Mr. Hardy. 

At Abilene we were not building a mess to go with the airmen’s 
barracks. 

Mr. Harpy. So it was strickly a barracks proposition ? 

General Wasupourne. Yes, sir, that is right. 

Mr. Harpy. Then, can we understand that all the way through they 
are going to be separated by the Air Force ? 

General Wasnpourne. That is right, I believe. 

I don’t think there are any exceptions to that procedure. 

Mr. Harpy. Does anybody know whether the Army and the Navy 
are going to come in here with them combined / 

Mr. Ketiener. The Army will, as is usual, yes, sir. 

Mr. Harpy. And so will the Navy. 

Mr. Ketiener. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Harpy. So we still can’t make any comparisons. I can’t un- 
derstand, Mr. Chairman, to save my life, why the Army, Navy, and 
Air Force have to have different methods of presenting this stuff 
to us. 

General WasnHpourne. Mr. Chairman, the Air Force builds large 
consolidated messes to 750 and 1,000 people that are not in the build- 
ings themselves. We could relate the cost I believe by allowing what 
it is, $250 per airman, for the cost of the mess. 

Mr. Harpy. I don’t want to go into it right now, but it makes it 
—— to make a comparison, General. 

reneral WasHpourne. Yes, sir, I appreciate the difficulty. 

Mr. Harpy. You come up with 47 different answers. 

The Cuarrman. Without objection, Dow Air Force Base, Bangor, 
Maine, is approved. 

The next item is Ellsworth Air Force Base, Rapid City, S. Dak. 

General Wasupournr. That is page 20 of the bill and the line 
items begin on page 53 of the book. 

- Program for Ellsworth is $7,174,000, of which about one-fourth is 

for additional apron, and nearly one-half is for the construction of 
8 of the multipurpose nose hangers. An additional sum of $1 mil- 
lion under category J is entered as the lump sum for the conversion 
of the base for natural gas. 

The Cuatrman. That is for reconnaissance and interceptors, up 
near our radar screen ? 

General Wasnpournr. Yes, sir. It is located there, but the mis- 
sion of the base is primarily heavy bombardment. It has an inter- 
ceptor squadron located on it for point defense. 

Mr. Durnam. You are acquiring about 300 or nearly 400 acres more 
land. You already own 4,000. Why do you have to have, for recon- 
naissance, so much more land at these places? 

General Wasnrourne. Line item 18, Mr. Chairman, is the standard 
safety area on easements around the ammunition storage area and 
line item 18 for the purchase of 106 acres is for extensions to pave- 
ments up there. (Deleted for security.) 

The Cuamman, Off the record. 

(Discussion off the record.) 

The Cuarrman. Of course, IT think one thing each member of the 
committee should keep in mind is the rapid advancement and ex- 
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pansion of the Air Force. It is because of the speed and size of 
planes and the absolute necessity of lengthening the runways and all. 
It is a staggering program. 

General Wasnurourne. These are operational requirements, Mr. 
Chairman. Where it involves the extension of a runway, we could 
probably accomplish some of the purposes by using assisted takeoff 
for every mission. But the cost of assisted takeoff over the several 
years would amount to a good deal more than the cost of the land 
and pavements that would enable us to do without them. 

The Cuamman. Without objection Ellsworth is approved. 

General Wasunourne. The next base, Mr. Chairman, is Fairchild; 
on page 20 of the bill, the program there, beginning on page 56, in- 
volves $6,796,000 and more than 80 percent of that is in pavement 
expansion projects, 10 in number. 

(Deleted for security.) 

The Cuarrman. That is another one of the big ones. 

And authorizations are already included in public laws and nothing 
additional is asked here. Without objection—— 

Mr. Duruam. I don’t see how you get along there on 3,000 acres of 
land. 

It doesn’t make sense tome. You have a small operation up there, 
and you want more land, and here you get along on one of the biggest 
operations you have without any land. 

General Wasupourne. Yes, sir; the size of the operation depends 
on the runway pattern, Mr. Durham. 

Mr. Duruam. It sure does. Somebody makes a mistake in putting 
in the runways 


The CratrMan. Without objection, Fairchild is approved. Go to 
Topeka, Kans., Forbes Air Force Base. 
General Wasnnourne. The at Forbes Air Force Base, Mr. 


Chairman, begins on page 59 of the program, for $10 million, of which 
more than half, a little more than half, is for 10 additional pavement 
projects. 

Basically, that is to provide the additional pavement, and the ex- 
pansion is for the second wing of B-47’s for Forbes and fueling 
facilities and operational facilities to match. 

There are several additional land acquisition projects at Forbes. 
The bulk of the acreage is for easements to protect the runway exten- 
sions and the ammunition ordnance area. 

We have to buy an additional 165 acres to permit the construction 
of the new runway at the northwest end. 

Mr. Durnam. That is $733 an acre. 

Some more high-priced land. 

Mr. Barrs. Now, those easements are in pretty good shape, Mr. 
Chairman, so far as prices. 

General Wasneourne. Mr. Chairman, that $733 an acre price for 
the tract of land is justified and the preliminary field surveys which 
the ——- to a little town of Pauline, Kans.—— 

The Cuatrman. Yes, I have been to Pauline. I know Pauline. It is 
a nice town. 

Well, without objection, Forbes is approved. 

General Wasnnourne. The next base is Gray Air Force Base, on 


page 21 of the bill, and page 61 of the book. We are asking for addi- 
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a soeuees of facilities there, and no additional authorization in 
this bill. 

Six categories of operations facilities there, none of which are 
different from 

The Cramman. Without objection, Gray Air Force Base is ap- 
proved, a small item and no additional authorization. Now, we come 
to a big one, Great Falls. There is where we take off for Alaska. 

Mr. Harpy. Yes. 

General WasuBourne. Great Falls is on page 21 of the bill. The 
line items begin on page 64 of the book. The program there is for $6.6 
million, of which two-thirds is for additional airfield pavements. 
We are adding 400-men barracks space and personnel facilities to the 
extent of $307,000 for an airmen’s club and a possible exchange sales 
store. 

The mission of Great Falls has been expended in this program. 

The Cuarrman. You require a good deal of real estate, don’t you? 

General Wasnpourne. Yes, sir, there are seven real estate tracts in- 
volved here. And the fee purchase of 339 acres, which is the largest 
one, 200 acres being bought for the ordnance area, 107 acres for a clear 
zone at the south end of the field, and 32 acres of clear zones at the 
north end of the field. 

Mr. Bares. That is a lot of money for that land out there. 

The Cuairman. $85,000, for how many acres? 

Mr. DurHam. You can’t tell what is on it. 

Mr. Roughly 1,200. 

ones Wasupourne. It is about 1,200 acres, being added alto- 
gether. 

The CuarrMan. 1,200 acres. 

Mr. Harpy. What in the world are you doing with the 2,700 that 
you got now? I thought there was a whole lot of that—the last time 
— out there is looked like you were getting mighty little use out 
of it. 

General Wasugourne. Mr. Chairman, this is a layout of Great 
Falls and much of the acres of the reservation is over on the other 
side of the runway and its utilization is not very high. 

The acres we seek to buy are on the ends of this main runway you 
see here, and the ordnance area which is located on the other side of 
the main runway in this position. 

Mr. Harpy. You are not buying any land for Wherry Housing. 

General WAsHnourNre. No, sir. 

Mr. Harpy. So you are putting the runways in the wrong place. 
Now, you can’t use land on the other side. 

General WasHnourNeE. Well, there were 3 runways here, Mr. Chair- 
man. Asa matter of fact, there were 4 in the original layout of the 
base, this 1 here, this 1 here, this 1 here, and this 1 here. 

Three of those were not being developed for jet operations and we 
are going to confine our improvements for jets to this 1 here. 

Mr. Brooks. That ordnance area is for storage of ammunition. 

General WasHpBourNE. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Brooks. Is that a good spot for storing ammunition, at the 
end of your runway ? 

General WasHpourNeE. Well, it is not at the end of the runway, Mr. 
Chairman. It is opposite—— 
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Mr. Brooks. Isn’t that brown area there—isn’t it right there? Isn’t 
that what you are going to acquire? 

General WasHpourNe. Yes, sir; that is right. 

Mr. Brooks. Isn’t that at the end of your runway ? 

General WasHrournr. No, sir; the end of the runway is offset at 
the side. We try when we can to share the clear zones of the flying 
area of the field with the restricted hazard area and get double use of 
that space. 

Mr. Harpy. And the end on the other side of the runway would not 
be suitable for that / 

General WaAsHRouRNE. Well, sir, the ordnance area is located here. 
This runway has to be kept open here. This one is not to be used. 
And the existing ordnance storage area is already built, right here. 

So we are buying the land here in fee and this to protect the facility 
in its present location. 

Mr. Harpy. In other words, if you put it over on other land which 
you now own and which would be available, it would be separated 
from your present ordnance area. 

General WasuBourne. Yes, sir; that is right. 

Mr. Harpy. So that from an operation standpoint, it would be a 
little difficult. 

General WasHpourne. Yes, sir; that is right. 

Mr. Harpy. But wouldn’t it from a safety standpoint be better ? 

Mr. DurHam. Wher? is that $168 an acre land? 

General Wasupourne. All three of these tracts, Mr. Durham, are 
estimated at the same price. 

Mr. Duruam. All of them. 

General WasHrourne. This tract here for the ordnance and these 
two on the ends of the runway are all in that 339 acres at $168 an 
acre, 

Mr. Durnam. Is there anything on that to be removed, houses or 
anything? 

eneral WaAsHBourNeE. No, sir. There apparently are no improve- 
ments. This is a preliminary estimate by the district to what it will 
cost. 

Mr. Bates. Where is that ravine that is near the airport? You 
know that big ravine they have there, with bluffs? Do we go out that 
far now? 

Mr. Keiiener. Where on the map, General ¢ 

General WasHpourne. Mr. Chairman, there is very rough, uneven 
ground at the east end of the instrument runway. I think probably 
that is what you are referring to. 

The CHatrman. Yes. 

Mr. Bares. Now, is that the west side where you have your hand? 
That is the west side where you have your hand there? 

Mr. Keiiener. How is the map oriented, General ¢ 

The Cuatrman. Looking north. 

General Wasnsourne. The map is oriented so that the runway 
runs to the northeast and off the northeast end, I believe is the rougher 
ground, although it is rough on both ends. 

Mr. Bares. Yes: but the price is rough, too. Mr. Chairman, that 
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The Cuairman. Well, without objection, we will approve Great 
Falls and take a recess until 2 o'clock. We will sit this af 
2 to 4. 

I have to go over to get permission, though, to sit while the House 
is in session. 

(Whereupon, at 12:03 p. m., a recess was taken, to reconvene at 
2 p. m., of the same day.) 
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The Cuamman. The committee will please be in order. 

Off the record. 

(Discussion off the record.) 

The CHarrman. All right, General Washbourne, we were going 
pretty strong when we had to recess. We got down to page 66. 

The next station is Homestead Air Force Base. 

General Wasupourne. Yes, sir. That is on page 22 of the bill, 
Mr. Chairman, and the data pertaining to that i is on 66 of the 
program book. 

I would like to call the committee’s attention to the land item at 
Homestead as shown. The correct entries should be that the Govern- 
ment owns or will own 1,327 acres. That is the size of the airport 
that was donated by Dade County at the activation of this station 
— - 1950. They have already donated the title to 1206 acres very 

ortly. 

In 1953, public-works program, that is Public Law 534, the Air 
Force ciel authorization to buy an additional 800 acres and in the 
program of 1954, under Public Law 209, the authority we asked to 
acquire an additional 1,495 acres. 

hat would make 3,622 acres, already provided for as to authoriza- 
tion. 

In this bill here, we are asking for the acquisition of 137 more acres, 
which would make a total base, if and when we get it completed, land- 
wise, of 3,759 acres. 

Now, the committee probably is aware that the clearances have not 
vet been granted on the cost of the land authorized in public law 534. 

hose are pending before the subcommittee of the House Armed 
Services Committee for clearance at the present time. 

And it is my information that the funding of the Public Law 209 
land, of some 1,495 acres, was deferred by House appropriations com- 
mittee until the clearance had been granted on the 800 acres in fiscal 
53 program. 

hat summarizes the land situation at Homestead. 

Mr. Ketiener. Mr. Chairman? 

The Cuateman. Yes. 

Mr. Ketriener. I think you might go back, General, to Public Law 
534 once more. There was a project, Mr. Chairman, under Public 
Law 534 for the acquisition of 800 acres at an estimated cost of $80,000. 
When the project was presented to the committee it was still 800 acres 
but it was $656,000 or about 800 percent increase. 

The subcommittee has tabled that acquisition on the basis that the 
money difference was so great as not to allow the committee to approve 
it. It probably is appropriate at this time for the general to request 
that legal authority actually exists, whether the full committee is now 
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willing to accept further testimony to show why it was $80,000 in the 
first place, and so testified to, and it became $656,000, and then the 
project could be cleared if otherwise all right. 

The Cuairman. Perhaps we should pass this one by for the time 
being. 

Mr. Smarr. Maybe he has some testimony he can give you. 

General Wasunourner. We have all the information 

The Cuatrman. I am sorry, Mr. Cunningham isn’t here. 

General Wasnupnourne. I wanted to point out, Mr. Chairman, that 
the Air Force does not feel free to proceed with any authorized con- 
struction at Homestead involving this big runway project until we 
have authority to acquire the land necessary to put it on. Some of it 
is on the land donated by Dade County and a little less than half of 
it is not on that land. We certainly don’t want to commit ourselves 
to a project without being assured of ability—-— 

Mr. Rivers. Where is Homestead ? 

The CuHarrman. Miami. 

General Wasunourne. Homestead is about 35 miles southwest of 
Miami, Fla., down about 20 miles below Coral Gables and 3 miles 
east of the community of Homestead. 

Mr. Rivers. You know the 3d Marine Wing is moving out of there 
now, because of the congestion, out of that area right at Miami, those 
jets. 

They are moving out. It is going to be 10,000 personnel, the 3d 
Marine Wing. 

That land down there—why, I asked you that. I am not certain 
that the people down there want it. 

The Cuatrman. These will be 47’s, too. 

General WasHeourNe. This base was located, Mr. Chairman, about 
3 years ago, and there was no objection at that time to this location, 
35 miles outside of the city, and seemed to be well outside of any con- 
gested area problem. Insofar as we know, it still is. 

Mr. Rivers. I would check on that. 

Mr. Hess. It is south and west, too. 

Mr. Rivers. The Marine wing is at a place called Opalaca. That 
is right in the area outside of Miami. 

Mr. Hess. That is in the northern portion. 

General Wasnupsourne. I think that is a quite considerable distance 
from Miami, Mr. Chairman. I am not just sure where the camp is. 

Mr. Hess. North and west. 

The Cuarrman. Yes. 

General Wasupourne. Part of this land difficulty arose from the 
fact that we underestimated the value of those irrigated and highly 
controlled truck gardens in this area, and part of it from the necessity 
last summer of changing the primary runway heading to avoid flying 
over the town of Homestead. We recognized that the communities 
are becoming increasingly anxious about runways going over their 
cities and we thought we would get ahead of the problem here by using 
another heading before we got committed to the one that would possi- 
bly in the future give us some trouble. 

Mr. Keviener. The land, all together, is going to cost, on the 2 
previous laws, about $1,300,000, plus what you have in this here? 

General Wasnnourner. Yes. I would like to make the point in con- 
nection with this base at Homestead that we have an especially 
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favorable pavement situation here that will return more than double 
the cost of the land in decreased pavement cost. 

The land underlying this base—— 

The Cuarrman. Coral base? 

General Wasnpourne. Is coral. 

The Cuarrman. Yes. 

General WasHpournr. And we have found by recent engineer esti- 
mates that we can probably get the pavement there at less than half 
the cost of heavy duty pavement at most places. In order to get that 
cost, we had to settle for an asphalt pavement throughout, armored 
with tar wearing cores, whereas, the standard criteria provides for a 
great deal of concrete. But for the cost difference here of some $3 or 
%4 million, we chose to take the asphalt field and getting an extremely 
good price and estimate we will get some more. 

Now, I would be prepared to give the committee about $2,138,000 
worth of reductions on the pavement items in this program. 

The Cuarrman. It is all right, if those B-47’s don’t burn them up. 

General Wasupourne. Well, sir, we feel that the difference between 
the cost of concrete and the cost of asphalt in this particular location 
is so great that we can’t justify the cost difference and we are accept- 
ing the asphalt throughout, with the tar rubber wearing cores on 
certain critical areas. 

The Cuarrman. You are the doctor. 

You know more about it than we do. 

General WasuBournr. We are willing to take that change on 
account of the difference in cost. 

Mr. Bares. General, what validity do you attach to the figure of 
$757 per acre under item 33? 

General Wasneournr. That is, I think, a good figure, Mr. Bates, 
based on our recent experiences and studies there. That is truck 
farming. It has excellent canals and ditches to control the water 
and the irrigation, and raises potatoes, tomatoes, beans, and cabbage, 
for the early season prices. 

Mr. Bares. Well, isn’t that the situation you have with the other 
land, truck farming? 

General WasHpourne. Not entirely, Mr. Chairman. I could show 
you a photograph of this 232 acres which shows the different character 

tween it and the other. 

They are a little different. 

Mr. Rivers. Has the Senate approved this? Has the Case com- 
mittee ever taken any action on it? 

General WasHeourne. My information is that they have not yet 
considered it. 

The Cxamman. Maybe we should pass by this until Mr. Cunning- 
ham comes. 

Let’s pass it by and let’s take up Hunter Air Force Base, Savannah. 
We will pass Homestead temporarily, that is all. 

General WasHrourne. Very well, sir. 

Mr. Kirpay. Compared to some of the others, it may look good. 

General Wasnnournr. Hunter Air Force Base, Mr. Chairman, is 
on page 22 of the bill and the data pertaining to it begins on page 71 
of the program. 

We are asking for an additional $8,900,000 for the development. of 
Hunter, of which, about two-thirds is for increased airfield pavement 
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projects. The three most important are: additional hangar access 
apron, additional operational parking, and additional taxiway apron 
access. 

Generally speaking, that is to renovate the old apron there and 
make it suitable for the second wing of medium bombardment aircraft. 
The Caarrman. That is all included in previous authorizations. 

General WasHpourne. Yes, sir; I believe that is correct. 

The CHamman,. That is right. 

Mr. Rivers. How much real estate ? 

General Wasnpourne. The base now consists of 5,404 acres of Gov- 
ernment-owned land, which was either turned back in connection 
with the airport or has since been donated by the local people. 

The Cuarrman. Without objection, Hunter Air Force Base, Savan- 
nah, Georgia, is approved. 

It seems to me I have read several articles in the paper about crashes 
there, in that vicinity. Since this is in executive session, off the rec- 
ord, and among the family, I wonder why we have had so many 
crashes down at Hunter. I don’t know whether the losses have been 
excessive or not, but it has disturbed me a bit. Have there been an 
unusual number or a greater percentage of losses or crashes in the 
vicinity of Hunter than at ‘ilien fields of comparable size ? 

Colonel Moore. I don’t believe there have, sir. 

The Cuarman. There have not been ? 

Colonel Moore. I think it will compare with any other strategic 
field we have. 

The That is all right. I am satisfied. 

Lake Charles Air Force Base, Lake Charles, La. Well, without ob- 
jection, Hunter is approved. 

Lake Charles, La., is next. 

General Wasnrourne. Mr. Chairman, Lake Charles is on page 22 
of the bill and we are asking for $9,277,000 worth of work in this pro- 
gram. 

The majority of that is in 8 pavement projects, including lengthen- 
ing of the primary runway and peartinelly doubling the apron there 
for the 2 medium bomb wing missions. 

I want to call attention to line item 22 in this connection because 
we are asking for the purchase of another 112 acres of land, at a unit 
cost of $2,768 an acre. Now, that land item 

The Cuarrman. You are almost getting into the city, aren’t you? 

Mr. Rivers. That is the runway you told us about the other day in 
the outskirts of the city. . 

General WasHpourne. Yes, sir. 

In other words, the authorization for this pavement and the run- 
way extension, of course, is unavoidably bound up in the ability to ac- 
quire the land to put it on. . 

‘ Now, I didn’t want that connection to pass the committee’s notice 
ere. 

Mr. Bares. It wouldn't. [Laughter.] 

General WAsnporne. The 112 acres will involve the relocation of 
U.S. 90, which is the main Federal highway between New Orleans 
and Houston, and—— 

The Cuarrman. Almost 3 million. 
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General Wasusourne. And it will have to be more of a land prob- 
lem then we have encountered to date, in spite of some that have been 
difficult. 

Mr. Rivers. What about housing?. Do you have to move any 
houses ¢ 

General WaAsupourne. There are considerable improvements on the 
112 acres and of course, the relocation of a long stretch of Federal 
highway would displace going business establishments at some con- 
siderable cost to someone. 

I don’t know how that can be worked out. The Air Force is in- 
formed that plans for the relocation of this highway have been de- 
veloped by local people, but we are not depending upon that to solve 
this problem. 

Mr. Bates. You couldn't move out in any other direction, General ? 

General WasHpourne. It is impracticable to do so, Mr. Bates. 

We have already extended this runway to the south and moved the 
railroad in the 1952 program. And we hesitate almost entirely to go 
move the railroad again to get this additional length of 1,465 feet 
that we want to put on it now. 

Mr. Bares. Well, in 1950 we were asking you the same questions 
we are asking now, and we were advised that, well, during the war 
we made a lot of mistakes. We didn’t realize we would need extended 
runways. So repeatedly we asked the question: “Are you taking 
care of the future”? 

“Oh, yes; we made these mistakes in the past, but from here on we 
are O. K.” 

Now, you recall that talk. 

General WasnBourNe. I am not sure I was present, Mr. Bates. 

Mr. Bares. No, but you remember reading it. You have gone 
through all the hearings. 

General Wasupourne. I am sure I was a party to them because I 
was in the Strategic Air Command since 1948. 

Mr. Bares. That is right. 

General Wasuprourne. Frankly, that problem occurs not only at 
Lake Charles, but several places here where a 10,000-foot runway, as 
the committee was shown on Monday, is no longer adequate for the 
B-47 bombers. We should have known that, I think, back in 1950, 
but unfortunately we didn’t. 

Mr. Bares. Well, in 1950, 1951, 1952 we asked these same questions 
and we had to move some fields. You couldn’t use certain fields be- 
cause you couldn’t expand. 

The Cuarrman. You gave up a good one at Hope, Ark., to go to 
Little Rock. 

Mr. Bares. Repeatedly we asked that question: Are we putting 
these bases and selecting these sites where we have room for expansion 
in the future? 

We were given that assurance time after time after time. Now, 
here we are in 1954 with the same old problem. 

Mr. Rivers. Mr. Chairman, you have no alternative, General, but 
to find some other place to locate a facility of this character for the 
‘47’s and for those C-97’s. Of course, the C-97’s don’t require so 
much runway, but when they are loaded with fuel they may require it. 
And, certainly, the safety factor requires it. Because when you fly 
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off a loaded tanker, and if you fall down, it would blow up the whole 
countryside. 

You are going to be faced with the practical proposition of relo- 
cating a facility of that character, unless you put piston aircraft in 
there. 

The Cuamman. Mr. Smart. 

Mr. Smarr. Do you know of your own knowledge, General Wash- 
bourne, when we were settling more or less on a 10,000-foot dagen | 
for SAC bases, whether or not that had any direct connection with 
the idea that the takeoffs would be jet assisted or not ¢ 

General Wasupournr. Yes; it did, Mr. Smart. It was at that 
time planned that the jet bomber, the B-47, would use jet-assisted 
takeo!. 

Mr. Smarr. What does it cost for a jet-assist takeoff on a B-47? 

General Wasunourne. I am informed that is costs about $700,000 
worth. of bottles to take off a full wing mission of 45 planes—90 
airplanes. 

Mr. Smarr. In other words, to get two wings airborne, it would 
take approximately how much money ? 

General WasuBourne. $700,000, 

Mr. Smarr. Well, that is $350,000 a wing and about 45 planes to a 
wing. What does that figure out? A little less than $10,000 a plane. 

General WasHnourne. About, I would say, yes, sir. 

Another factor, Mr. Chairman 

The Cnatmrman. It takes $6,000, I think, for a B-36, to take off, each 
time, around $6,000 with JATO? 

Mr. Smarr. Just from a quick calculation, I would figure a little bit 
less than 10. 

There are, it seems to me, approximately 30 of these ports on the 
B47. So that you could be using that number on a maximum load 
takeoff if you had any shortage of runway. 

General Wasnnourne. The number of bottles that you have to use 
on the takeoff depends upon the weight of the aircraft at that particu- 
lar time, and the wind conditions and to some extent the temperature. 
But if you have to crack all the bottles on the takeoff at a maximum 
gross load, it costs 6, 7 thousand per flight. 

Mr. Rivers. But the JATO is not supposed to be a regular proposi- 
tion. 

General Wasupourne. No, sir. 

Mr. Rivers. You only use that in extreme conditions. Nothing was 
designed, I think, Mr. Smart, as a regular practical application each 
time. 

Mr. Smarr. Well, I asked that question, Mr. Rivers, a second ago, 
that if when we were talking about 10,000-foot runways for strategic 
air bombers, that if at that time they were planning on jet assisted 
takeoffs rather than longer runways, and as I recall the General 
answers he said there was a direct relationship between the 10,000 feet 
and the plan at that time to make jet assisted takeoffs—— 

General Wasnupfocrne. That is my recollection, Mr. Chairman. 
About that time, the early models were in production at Wichita, and 
being tested and they invariably used assisted takeoff. We couldn't 
tell then whether they could do without it or not. 

Now, many of the flights do take off now without assisted takeoff 
and a great many of them do use it, regularly. 
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Another factor, as I started to say, is that the gross load of this 
airplane has been increased by over 10 percent already and whenever 
you do that to any design airplane it means that the runway, both 
takeoff and landing, has to be lengthened to take care of it. 

The Cuarman. That is it. 

Mr. Rivers. And then if you don’t have good wind conditions, you 
would have to use it to start with. If the wind was blowing in the 
wrong direction, that is. 

General WasupBourne. Well, I think we would take off into what- 
ever wind there is, but sometimes you don’t have any at all. You just 
have a hot, calm day, which is the worst condition that one encounters. 

Mr. Rivers. With the maximum loaded bomber, the 47, and an 
unfavorable wind condition, how would the jet assistance affect the 
structure of the plane as she labored getting airborne? Wouldn’t 
there be the possibility of doing something to the structural makeup 
of the plane? 

General Wasneourne. [| think it would impose an additional stress 
on it, Mr. Chairman, but it is built to take the assisted takeoff in the 
locations that those racks are located. 

Mr. Brooks. Well, now, a fully loaded B47 should require, I mean 
loaded with crew and with cargo, a runway of what length without 
assistance from the jet? 

General WasnHpourne. I believe the charts we had here on Monday 
morning showed 11,700 feet, Mr. Chairman, to my recollection. 

The Crarrman. Eleven seven. 

What about the lowest? What kind of a lease do you have on the 
Jand here at Lake Charles? Most of the acres are leased. Only 185 
are owned. Almost 2,000. 

General Wasusourne. Colonel Price. 

Colonel Price. The land which is under lease is from the police 
Jury, at a fee of $6,000 per year. 

reneral WAsHBOURNE. $6,000 per year, yes, sir. 

The Cuarrman. For how long? 

Indefinitely or indeterminately ? 

General Wasnpourne. No, sir. 

This lease is concurrent with our recapture privileges and extends 
a Magy the end of the national emergency. 

e CHarrMAN. We are putting $37 million on a temporary thing. 
Emergency might end sooner than we think. That is a lot of money. 

Mr. Brooks. Isn’t the $6,000 you are paying for a lease for leasing 
construction on the base? 

Colonel Price. The amount of the rental, Mr. Brooks, is arrived 
at by assessing the capital improvements which were made by the 
city on the old Government-owned portion of the base. 

Mr. Brooks. You are really leasing the improvements on the base 
that were placed there by the locality. 

Colonel Pricer. That is correct, sir. 

Mr. Brooks. This was a base in World War I and a base in World 
War IT and then surrendered to the locality, wasn’t it? In World 
War IT? 

Colonel Price. That is correct, sir. 

Mr. Brooxs. And then about, what a year or a year and a half ago, 
you went in and took it back? 
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Colonel Price. That is right. 

Mr. Brooks. What I have to say is this: If you gentlemen know 
the base is not going to be suitable, you ought to know that at the time 
you take it hoa Because a locality should not be disturbed. Wher 
you go in and tell them you are going to build them a base, you ought 
to know what you are doing. 

Then you get them all upset because you are going to surrender 
the base. I know these people down here are all upset about it, and 
I think they would go out and give you the land, which you need, to 
complete that base. 

I think they are that much interested in it. But when they took 
it back—and they had improvements on it, put on by the local citi- 
zens, at their expense, and they got out and they vacated those and 
they got the tenants out for you, because there were a number of long- 
term leases on it, and they got those out for you to go back in, and 
now they are upset again by the fact that the base you say may not 
be suitable for the purposes. 

General Wasupourne. I don’t mean to leave that impression, Mr. 
Chairman. This base has been developed for the two medium bomb 
wing mission. It is just unfortunate that this particular problem of 
the runway length was not adequately handled back in 1950 when we 
first laid it out. 

This additional increment now, with the extra load on that air- 
plane, does make it quite necessary that we get the full length of the 
runway, of 14,465 feet I believe it is, for this station. 

Mr. Brooks. What you need is more land for the runway. 

General Wasupourne. Yes, sir. That is the primary part that is 
being included here. This 112 acres is involved in extending the run- 
way to this land. 

Mr. Brooks. At $300 an acre. 

General WasHnourne. No, sir. We estimate it at $2,768, because 
of the improvements that are on some of this land out on the highway. 

Mr. Smarr. Mr. Chairman. 

The CuHatrman, Yes. 

Mr. Smarr. I believe that the more fundamental problem is not 
only on Lake Charles but to ask how many other bases in here where 
we are expending or authorizing a substantial sum of money do we 
have the use of only, on a recapture basis for the period of the national 
emergency rather than a straight lease basis of some kind over a long 
time period ? 

General Wasupourne. Mr. Chairman, this appears to be the only 
base in the program where we have the land use on this basis of an 
emergency only. 

Mr. Smart. Mr. Chairman 

General Wasnpourne. Rather than the long-term lease that is 
usually required. 

Mr. Smart. I well recall in previous hearings about this committee 
on this very problem, when Mr. Vinson was Chairman that we 
thrashed this thing out here, and said the Government would not be 
justified in going in here, and spending 20 or 30 or 40 or 50 millions 
of dollars on a base where we had only recaptured the use of it, and 
that is all we can recapture under a recapture clause, is just the use. 

The Cuamman. Yes. 
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Mr. Smart. Now, that use and the right to it expires with the ex- 

tree 9 of the present emergency. Now, when that may or may not 
appen, I don’t know. But certainly the committee is vulnerable as 

can be with no more understanding than a use period for the period of 
the national emergency. So it leads me—if I may ask this one other 
question: What attempt has been made to negotiate a lease over a 
substantial period of time down there that would take us out from 
under this pressure ¢ 

General Wisinntarkes: Colonel Price, can you answer the commit- 
tee’s question, what efforts we made to get a lease on this case? 

The Cuammay. Mr. Kelleher says he thinks that it is a different 
kind of lease. 

Mr. Ketiener. My notes indicate that that is a year-to-year lease 
indefinitely, forever. 

Colonel Price. Sir? 

Mr. Ketiener. Forever, conceivably. 

Colonel Price. Mr. Chairman, I would like to correct the record. I 
find that our lease in here is year-to-year renewable indefinitely. 

The Cuatrman. Well, that is different. 

Mr. Kripay. We would have never authorized this amount of money 
because at that time, Foster Air Force Base was up and we held it 
up entirely until the land was acquired in fee. 

Mr. Smarr. That is correct. 

Mr. Rivers. That is a different proposition altogether. 

General Wasupourne, Yes, sir. 

Mr. Brooks. General, you had a task force down there last week, 
I believe. What did they come up? 

General Wasrnourne. I haven’t read the report, Mr. Chairman, 
but I was informed that they got exceptionally good assurance from 
the local interests as to what they were both prepared to do and what 
they were financially able to do toward furnishing this land. 

he Crarrman. Well, that clears it up. 

Mr. Smarr. That is right. 

The Cuarrman. I certainly didn’t think we approved $37 million 
to be spent on temporary land. 

Mr. Rivers. If we can possibly, Mr. Chairman, justify this ex- 

nditure, we should do it for this reason. It is a serious impact. 

know of one instance where on an air base they had the cold storage 
facilities leased to a corporation. 

The Yes. 

Mr. Rivers. They had all the barracks and made apartments out 
of it. When they recaptured the base, they made the people abrogate 
those leases. They made this corporation surrender its contract to 
cold storage. Whenever the community goes through all of that and 
assists the Air Force in again obtaining the property, goodness knows, 
we owe the community some sort of a responsibility. I agree with 
the General. If we can find some way to do it, I for one favor doing 
it. 

The Carman. I think they have answered perhaps the objection. 
Is there any objection to approving Lake Charles Air Force Base? 

Without objection, it is approved. 

The next one is Limestone. 

General Wasnpourne. Limestone is on page 23 of the bill, Mr. 
Chairman, and the items begin on page 77 of the book. 
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The Cuairman. All right, General, Limestone. 
General Wasusourne. The Air Force owns 9,340 acres of land at 
Limestone now and I am sure the committee will notice that it is ap- 
proaching the $100 million mark on the cost of its construction. 

In this program here we want to add $1514 million worth of ad- 
ditional facilities for the expanded mission of Limestone. One-third 
of that amount is involved in additional apron and runway projects. 
One-third of it is’involved in additional aircraft maintenance 
facilities. 

I call especial attention to $4,761,000 to provide 9 of the multi- 
docks. 

e have to spend $114 million, approximately, for a water-supply 
system that involves a dam and a water plant and a distribution line 
to bring it on the base. 

The several wells that were drilled in the ground at Limestone have 
not turned out the supply needed. Under storage facilities we have 
$907,000 for additional facilities. Under personnel facilities we are 
asking authority to build an airmen’s club and a thousand-seat 
theater, with lesser amounts for shop facilities and administration. 

Total, $15,722,000. 

Mr. Rivers. I would like to know if Mr. Bates can find anything 
wrong with that base up there. 

Mr. Bares. What? What did the gentleman say ¢ 

Mr. Devereux. That is not the district. 

Mr. Bares. It is almost as far away from me as South Carolina. 

The CHatrman, I think we all understand the vital importance 
of this particular base. 

Mr. WickersHam. Mr. Chairman, | would like to ask one question 
here. 

The Cuairman. Yes. 

Mr. WickersHam. General Washbourne and Colonel, as L under- 
stood in World War II, funds were provided through your depart- 
ment for access roads. Now, what position is the Air Force in now 
where you actually need some access roads? Do you have the author- 
ization and do you have the money ¢ 

General Wasueourne. Mr. Chairman, that is handled through the 
Bureau of Public Roads. The military departments, working jointly 
through the Army Chief of Transportation, furnish the requirements 
for military access roads to the Bureau and they, in turn, get the 
authorizations and the funds from the Congress through their own 
channels. 

Mr. Wickersuam. As I understand, you are in this position now. 
You had the authorization but the Bureau of Public Roads has not 
asked for and you have not been able to get the funds. 

Mr. Rivers. I would like to supplement what he said—— 

Mr. WickersHam. Let him answer that. 

General Wasneourne. I believe that is substantially correct, that 
they are seeking both authorization and funding to carry on that 
program now. 

Mr. Kinpay. You only have 5 million. 

General Wasnpourne. As of today, they do not have enough author- 
ization or money to meet the military requirements for these access 
roads. 
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Mr. Wickersuam. So this committee is interested in saing that 
the other committee does provide those access roads. You will have a 
base out there without highways to it. Is that right, Colonel? What 
is the answer ? 

General Wasnpourne. The agreement is that the Bureau of Public 
Roads will seek both authorization and the funding for those in their 
budget and that it will not be made a part of the military construction 
program. 

Mr. Wicxersuam. I understand that is right, but I understand they 
are a little dilatory in doing that. 

Mr. Rivers. I had some recent experience, Mr. Chairman, if you 
will permit me, I mean very recent, because I woke up to find the 
Charleston Air Force built and no access highway was agreed. They 
went down there—when I say “they”, I am talking about the liaison 
of the military and of the public roads, and got the Highway Depart- 
ment to lay out every single thing. They told the highway people: 
“Now you pave the road to the north and pay for it, we are going to 
pave it to the south to get into Charleston.” 

The Highway Department went in and laid out the entire highway, 
paved their end, and when they asked for the money, Mr. du Pont 
down here said “We don’t have any money.” 

I followed it up and Mr. du Pont came to my office. He says, “The 
way this thing should be done is where the public works of the military 
is being considered there should be a liaison with the transportation”— 
that is General Yount’s organization. 

General Wasurourne. That is right. 

Mr. Rivers. “And that the cost of the access highway should be 

art and parcel of the thing.” And there would be no question about 
it. And it hasn’t been done. Then you would have it when the thing 
was built. You would have it tied down. 

He said he found endless requests, as Mr. Wickersham was talking 
about, and no money to give it to them. 

Then I called Mr. MeGregor, Harry McGregor, of the Public 
Works Committee, and he said that they had no program, General, 
for any access highways, and that was in very recent weeks. 

Mr. Kixpay. There is a bill pending. They only got $5 million 
last year for all over the United States, that whole program. 

Mr. Brooks. I will say this 

Colonel Ropennauser. That is right, in appropriations, but they 
have the authorization, Mr. Rivers. As I aaemtend it, they have a 
considerable amount of authorization. 

Mr. Rivers. Continuing? 

Colonel Ropenuauvser. Yes, sir. Their problem is to get appro- 
priations so they can use that. They are cognizant of our program 
over there, but they can do nothing for us until they can get an ap- 
a apomcsam from Congress to fund this authorization, which is in a 

ulk status, you might call it. 

There are some $50 million, as I understand it, total. 

Mr. Rivers. He said it wasn’t handled in any orderly fashion, the 
first person came was the first person served. 

Colonel Ropennavser. You can appreciate our position. We are 
almost prohibited from asking for it in a public works program. 

Mr. Rivers. I understand. 
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Colonel Ropennavuser. Because it is supposed to be taken care of 
elsewhere but isn’t. 

Mr. Rivers. We understand that. 

Mr. Brooks. There is far too little realization of the importance 
of the military needs of our highway program. 

I talked to Chairman McGregor about it. In the new bill that went 
through the House, he is aware of the situation, and the new bill con- 
tains special concessions in reference to the military needs of the 
country. 

But I think they have a long way yet to go. 

The Cuarrman. Mr. Bray. 

Mr. Bray. In regards to the public works bill, that is work a long 
time ahead in the authorization. I believe it is 2 years ahead. So 
anything that was done this year, I don’t believe they can get any 
benefit of until 1956. You have to have it ahead because most of it 
is in cooperation with the States. 

Mr. Rivers. But the point is this: If the gentleman will yield. 
They don’t tie that particular part of the money to that base. So if 
you got another access—for instance, we built a billion-dollar H-bomb 
plant in South Carolina, on the Savannah River. Well, they took 
all the access highway money for everywhere on earth and put it 
there. 

Mr. Bray. I was a member of the Public Works Committee and I 
did have a little experience in that. You can always get those high- 
ways if within the allocation of that State—— 

Mr. Rivers. Not access highway money. 

Mr. Bray. What you want is get all Federal money and the State 
doesn’t put any in. That is tet to get. 

_ ICKERSHAM. That is the way access highways are supposed 
to be. 

Mr. Rivers. I am talking to the point that access roads have nothing 
to do with local participation. The access highways are different 
—— from your normal highway participation. 

r. Bray. They all come under the general highrwicy bill and that 
is cut down very heavily. 

The Cuarrman. We have to furnish the right-of-way. 

Without objection, Limestone is approved. 

Mr. Bares. I wanted to ask: What is the length of runways up at 
Limestone now ? 

General WasHeourne. We originally built 9,160 feet, and then we 
extended it by 840 feet. That made an even 10,000 feet. And we 

ropose to add 1,300 feet in this program, making a total of 11,300 
eet. 

The Cuarrman. Next is Lincoln Air Force Base, Lincoln, Nebr. 

General Wasneourne. That is on page 23 of the bill, Mr. Chairman, 
and the line items begin on page 81 of the book. 

At Lincoln Air Force Base we seek an additional $4,664,000 worth 
of work in this program and only one-fourth of it is added as addi- 
tional authorization. 

Nearly half of this funding is to build additional pavement items at 
Lincoln, and the remainder, one-fourth of it, is for personnel facilities 
being added at Lincoln. They consist of an NCO club, an officer’s 
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club addition, PX sales store, a gymnasium and an outdoor swim- 
ming pool and a base theater. 

The other operational items are standard that are needed to fill 
requirements over previous authorization. 

Mr. Rivers. I am glad to see they have approved one swimming 
pool, because they sure need this kind. 

Mr. Keiiener. That is wholly leased, General, the whole base ? 

General WasHpourne. The municipal airport, of 2,172 acres, was 
leased from the city of Lincoln for $1 to June 2050; in other words, 
practically a 100-year lease. Now that lease is subject to several out- 
standing leases that are held by the State of Nebraska by the Na- 
tional Guard. But otherwise, this is a standard leased airport. 

The Cuamman. Without objection, Lincoln is approved. 

Little Rock. 

General WasHeourne. Little Rock is at the bottom of page 23 of 
the bill, and the line items for Little Rock begin at page 84 of the 
program. The Air Force asks for an additional $124 million to con- 
tinue work at Little Rock, primarily for the accommodation of the 
second wing. 

One-third of the program is for increased airfield pavements and 
extensions, with substantial additionals to aircraft maintenance 
facilities and utilities, and $697,000 worth of storage facilities. 

There is about a million and a half dollars worth of personnel facil- 
ities being added to Little Rock, since there were none in any previous 
program. There are $914,000 worth of administrative facilities and 
$490,000 of shops. 

The committee will remember that this is a new base being developed 
from scratch and there are no existing facilities. 

Mr. Brooks. How far is that from the National Guard base there 
which was formerly known as Camp Robinson ? 

General WasHpourne. It is approximately 10 miles, Mr. Brooks, 
due east of Camp Robinson. 

Mr. Brooks. Due east ? 

General WasHpourne. Due east. 

Mr. Bares. Didn’t you have some trouble with the local community, 
as far as agreements were concerned out there ? 

Mr. Rivers. Originally. 

General Wasupournr. No, I don’t know of any, Mr. Bates. We 
have had the continuing problem of liquidating an industrial plant 
on the edge of the base area, but the community has contributed the 
money to buy it out, and as far as I know, there are no other difficulties. 

Mr. Bares. Everything is resolved now? 

General Wasupournr. Yes, sir; I think so. 

The Cuarrman. Yes. It was an industrial plant there. 

General WasuBourne. The city of Little Rock made up the money 
to buy the land and furnish it to the Air Force. 

The Cuarrman. I think they raised a million dollars or more. 

Mr. Rivers. But that did hold the project for a while. 

General Wasnrournre. It didn’t hold up construction, Mr. Rivers. 
It is just a problem we had to resolve. 

The Cuairman, I might say, Mr. Hays and Mr. Oren Harris were 
very fine about this thing. 

Let’s go on to Lockbourne Air Force Base, Columbus, Ohio. 

General WasHpourNe, Page 24 of the bill, Mr. Chairman. 
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The line items begin on page 88. For Lockbourne we are asking 
for approximately $1014 million worth of additional facilities, to 
expand the base. Something over $4 million worth of pavements in 
7 projects is involved here. About $1 million worth of additional 
aircraft maintenance and nearly $4 million worth of utilities. 

The big item in utilities is line item 17, where we are expanding the 
heating Wasik und connecting up the new facilities and some of the old 
to the steam plant, instead of the individual coal-fired furnaces. 

There are lesser amounts for storage facilities and there are some 
8514 acres of high-priced land to be acquired for the extension of 
operational facilities. 

Mr. Hess. That seems a pretty high price, 14 miles from Columbus, 
at $4,000 an acre. 

Mr. Rivers. That is good farmland out there. 

Mr. Hess. That doesn’t make any difference. Not at $4,000 an acre. 

General WasurovrnNe. This tract involves relocation and improve- 
ments of considerable price, Mr. Chairman. 

Mr. Rivers. It must. 

Mr. Hess. You mean residences? 

The Cuatrman. What is that? 

Mr. Brooks. Relocation. 

General Wasunourne. Over $200,000 of this amount is in reloc: 
tions and improvements. 

Mr. Bray. Mr. Chairman. 

What is it for? For extension of runways? 

General Wasneourne. For extension of the tip end of the apron, 
part of it for runway extension that will go over the present fence 
and through the road, and we want to build the alert facilities for 
the fighter squadron on a portion of this land. 

Mr. Bray. I can’t understand you. 

General Wasnpournr. The alert facilities for the interceptor 
squadron. The location of those facilities involves the use of this 
land. 

Mr. Bray. What do you mean by alert facilities? 

General Wasnpourne. They include, Mr. Chairman, the alert 
hangar, the crew readiness building and the maintenance hangar that 
is used by the fighters, the air defense fighters. 

Mr. Bray. Oh. With all the station you have there, couldn’t we 
find space otherwise, with those available buildings down there? I 
have been there and it. looks to me like you could. 

General Wasunourne. Mr. Chairman, the operational requirement 
of the fighter squadron is to be on the end of the main runway. We 
have consistently placed them where they can immediately sortie from 
their position in readiness out onto the active runway. 

At Lockbourne they have to extend the apron in this direction and 
acquire this land in order to accomplish that operational requirement. 

We considered placing the fighters on the other end of the field and 
extending the other end of the runway. But the other end of the 
runway points toward a very substantial railroad and highway over- 
pass, and we couldn't go any nearer to it because it would cause 
impairment to our flying approaches. 

Mr. Kevtener. Mr. Chairman, may I ask one question, please ? 

The Cramman. Yes. 
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Mr. Ke_tener. Those heating facilities under J for $3,500,000, that 
is a rather unusual item. 

General WAsHpourne. Yes, sir, it was placed here outside of utili- 
ties because it is a substantial improvement. We have added so much 
construction to the World War il layout at Lockbourne that we found 
it was necessary to substantially increase the horsepower of the central 
heating plant and to extend the distribution mains into new areas and 
to hook onto that several buildings that had previously been handled 
by individual coalfired furnaces. 

We have a very attractive amortization schedule on this investment 
which makes it acceptable as an expenditure in this year’s program. 

The Cnairman. Without. objection, Lockbourne is appreved. 

MacDill Air Force Base, Tampa. 

General WasnupBourne. MacDill is on page 24 of the bill and the 
item for it begins on page 19 of the program. We seek to add a little 
over $2 million for operational facilities at MacDill. About one- 
fourth of it is for shoulder stabilization and warm-up pads for the 
jets, $648,000 being for improvement to the water supply, $420,000 

ing for improvement to the dormitories on the base, and the other 
operational items are standard. 

The Cuamman. And all this amount is included in previous au- 
thorizations ¢ 

General Wasupourne. Yes, sir, that is correct. 

The CHarrman. Off the record. 

(Discussion off the record.) 

The Cratrman. We will approve it; without objection, MacDill 
is approved. 

Mr. Brooks. MacDill is a good base. 

The Carman, It is an excellent base. 

Mr. Bares. How does this troop housing vary from the barracks 
which you had scheduled previously ? 

General WasHBouRNE. Mr. Chairman, this is a lump-sum figure of 
$360,000 to provide mechanical ventilation and improvements to the 
existing barracks: The barracks at MacDill for the most part are 
2-story frame buildings. 

Mr. Bares. Those had been programed before we took up the bill 
in 1952, the barracks. 

General WasHpourne. They are 100 buildings of the mobilization- 
type barracks. They are not the ones that were built in the 1952 
program. 

The Carman. All right, MacDill is approved. 

March Air Force Base. 

General WasHpourne. March is on page 24 of the bill. The items 
for it begin on page 94 of the program. 

We are asking for nearly $9 million worth of improvements to 
March Air Force Base, of which two-thirds, or a little more, is em- 
bodied in 9 pavement-type projects. That is for expansion of the 
field and converting to heavy bombardment capabilities. 

Mr. Brooks. You lease 1,878 acres. Who are they leased from / 

General WaAsHBourNE. One second, sir. This 1,878 acres, Mr. 
Chairman, is leased from several private owners as hazard area for 
the ammunition storage. 

Mr. Brooks. What do we pay for the lease ? 

General WasHBourNeE. $8,000 a year. 
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Mr. Brooks. A year-to-year lease? 

General WAasHBoURNE. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Brooks. This is an old Navy base, isn’t it ¢ 

General Wasnourne. No, sir. This has been an Air Force base 
for over 30 years. 

Mr. Brooks. It has been. 

Mr. Kurpay. I notice this says occupied in 1949. It has been there 
forever. 

Mr. Brooxs. It is one of the old bases. 

General Wasneourne. It was initially occupied for flying on sod 
field, oh, in 1918, probably, somewhere in there. 

Mr. Bates. What are these water mains for? 

Mr. Kitpay. To carry water. 

Mr. Bennett. That is right, Mr. Bates. I checked it. 

General WasHsourne. That, Mr. Chairman, involves the providing 
of additional distribution mains on the base and to bring an additional 
12-inch line from the water supply reservoir back in the hills west 
of Camp Hahn. 

About. 4 years ago the committee directed the Air Force to quit 
bene water out of the ground at March and hook up with the 
ake. That was done with a 14-inch main. This program adds a 
12-inch main and increases the distribution both on the base and to 
additional new housing areas at what was Camp Hahn. 

Mr. Bares. Now, in 1952, the chairman asked you if there was any 
water situation involved at Riverside. Is this the same one? 

General Wasunourne. Yes, sir, I think so. 

Mr. Bares. All right. 


General WASHBOURNE. No, sir. The water situation there is very favorable. 
Up until a few years ago, the base pumped its water out of the ground. That 
year Congress appropriated funds to connect March Air Force Base with the 
reservoir that had been built some years previously at Camp Hahn just across 
the highway. We are now connected to their reservoir system and take no 
water out of the ground. 

So you have been connected in there. Now you are going to-get a 
little more water ; is that it? 

General Wasnsourne. I am not sure about the quantity of water 
being taken out, but I assume in building an additional 12-inch main 
it undoubtedly will increase the takeout of the reservoir. 

Mr. Bares. Well, is the population of the base increased that much 
to require that? 

General Wasupourne. Yes, sir; I would say so. We built addi- 
tional barracks on the station. We have increased the utilization of 
the ones that were there. We have added two large headquarters. 
And on the west side of the base we have put in a large Wherry 
housing project and we have built antiaircraft battalion Trciliticn 

(Deleted for security. ) 

Mr. Barres. How long ago did you make this other connection, 
General? In 1951? 

General WasuBourne. I would expect it was connected up about 
2 years back. I don’t remember the exact date, Mr. Bates. 

Mr. Bates. Now we have gone ahead and put another main in. 

General WasHnourne. I don’t think it parallels the 14-inch main 
all over, but it does parallel it for some distance, until it branches off 
at the new areas. 


1952 is correct, Mr. Bates, for the other project. 

Mr. Bares. I just assumed from reading these particular hearings 
that the water situation was in good shape. 

General Wasupourne. Well, sir, it was then, but the command has 
demonstrated a necessity of additional distribution mains in this year’s 
program. 

Mr. Bares. After we had already done it in 1952? 

General WasHBourneE. Yes, put it that way, that is right. 

The Cuairman. I think California is like a lot of other sections of 
the country. The water level has gone down tremendously in the 
last few years. 

Mr. Bares. That is out of the reservoir ? 

General WasHBourNE. It is out of the lake. It doesn’t come out of 
the ground. It still represents water usage there on this large base. 

Mr. Huss. The personnel has been increased at least 25 percent. 

Mr. Rivers. At least the population is increased with the dependents, 

The Cuamman. Mr. Bray. 

Mr. Bray. General, that, I believe, portrays why there is so much 
resentment against the spending of the military. Now 2 years ago 
you didn’t even know what your needs were. You would have put 
ina larger main if you had. Now if that would be generally known to 
the public, it would rouse intense bitterness. We are all getting beat 
over the head on this deal time after time. That is a typical example 
of that. 

In 2 years, any business would have known, 2 years ahead, some- 
thing of what their needs were, and put m adequate mains. It was 
not your fault, understand that, but it is just a typical example of why 
we are getting a lot of resentment. 

General Wasupourne. The only additional factor which I would 
like to add is that the original project involved primary source of the 
lake water, with augmentation from the wells that they had been using. 

This additional main, I believe, will enable us to quit using the weils 
altogether, and take all of it out of the lake. 

Mr: Bares. Well, now, wait a minute. 

General WAsHpourRNE. However, I don’t exeuse the increased cost of 
the two projects on that basis, but that is a factor in the planning. 

Mr. Bares. In 1952 you said, “We are now connected with the reser- 
voir and take no water out of the ground.” 

General Wasnnournr. I was mistaken there. They have con- 
tinued to use those wells at various times and for limited quantities 
since the connection was made to the lake. 

Mr. Rivers. If you admit your mistake, we will have to forgive you. 

Mr. Bates. The thing I am trying to understand is this, General : 
You get a 25 percent more requirement now than you had in 1952? 
Is that it populationwise ? 

General WasHpourNe. Well, probably pretty close to it, Mr. Bates. 
The Wherry housing project there has, I think, about 800 families:in 
that one project that have been added to the base..- 

Mr. Bates. Do I understand you go right back to the reservoir with 
these particular lines, or is it only extension lines off of your main? 

General WasHpourne. I would have to check up that, Mr. Bates, 
to see if this additional main goes all the way back to the souree. I 
am under the impression presently that it does, but I am not too sure. 
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Mr. .Bares. You would have more of an overrun than 25 pereent, 
wouldn't you? 

General WasHpourNr. May I check up just a moment, sir? 

Mr. Chairman, the situation seems to be this, that the Lake Mat- 
thews supply is delivered to west March Air Force Base through a 
24-inch main. At that point the water is softened in the Govern- 
ment-owned plant that exists there and is delivered to the main base 
at March through the single 14-inch main. 

Mr. Bates. Now what does this propose to do / 

General WasHvourne. This 12-inch main is going to take care of 
the expansion of facilities in the west March Air Force Base; that is, 
the old Camp Hahn area, the new Wherry housing project, the anti- 
aircraft battalion, and more and more water is being taken from the 
14-inch main in use on that side of the field. 

Mr. Bares. It is going to be taken from the 14-inch one? 

General WasHpourne. Well, more and more water is being taken 
from that main, so that the 12-inch main is required to—— 

Mr. Bates. Does this go back to the reservoir, General. or not? 

General WasHpourne. The 12-inch main does not go back to the 
reservoir, Mr. Bates. It only goes to the softening plant. 

Mr. Bates. It is all right from your present main, the one you have 
now 

General Yes. 

Mr. Bares. So it is an extension more than a new main all the way 
back ? 

General WasHpourNnre. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Bates. That is all I am trying to find. 

General WasHrourNe. It is a new pipe in certain areas, but it is an 
extension of the distribution system. 

Mr. Bares. That is all. 

The Carman. Without objection, March Air Force Base is 
approved. 

The next is Matagorda Island Air Force Range, Texas. 

Mr. Bennett. Before we go to that, Mr. Chairman. 

The CHarman. Yes. 

Mr. Bennett. It occurs to me on this Columbus Air Force Base, 
Miss., this morning, that you really didn’t mean to hold it up. 
The point I raised at that time really didn’t relate to that base. It 
related to the general policy. Therefore, if we could approve that 
particular base, I think it will be in accordance with our real desire. 

The Cnairman. I might say to the gentleman from Florida I waited 
until he returned, because he did raise the question. If he has no 
objection 

Mr. Bennett. ‘I have no objection. I would like to ask this, though, 
if the Air Force could hereby be put on notice to report to us what 
they expect to do about this policy we discussed, about getting our- 
selves ina better position to take advantage of these bases, such as 
the one illustrated by the Columbus Base, where we don’t have to go 
on bended knee to some governmental agency, which has already ob- 
tained our gratuity, in order to reestablish a base. 

General Wasnpocrne. We will be glad to do that, Mr. Bennett. 

Mr. Bennerr. Thank you. 
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The Cuatrman. Without objection, members of the committee, we 
will approve Columbus Air Force Base, Columbus, Miss., which you 
will find in the bill at the bottom of page 19. 

General Wasneourne. Matagorda Island Air Base, Mr. Chairman, 
is on page 25 of the bill. We seek to add $670,000 worth of opera- 
tional facilities there. 

The Cuairrman. Without objection, it is so ordered. 

Mountain Home Air Force Base, Idaho. 

General Wasnnourne. Page 25 of the bill. Line items begin on 
page 99. A total of $595,000 sought there under existing authoriza- 
tion for seven categories of operational items. 

Mr. Ketiener. General, you have an excess in authorization here 
of about $14 million, the way that I figure it; is that correct ? 

General WasHnourne. Yes, sir; that is approximately correct. 

The Cuarrman. You are going to use only a little over half a mil- 
lion. You will still have a lot. 

General Wasupourne. I believe the explanation of that, Mr. Chair- 
man, is that Mountain Home, in previous programs, was programed 
for the 2-wing mission and it is now programed for only 1. 

The CHarrMan. One, one medium bomber ? 

General Wasnnournr. A lot of the authorizations previously 
granted no longer require it. 

The CHarrman. You will have room to expand. 

Without objection, Mountain Home is approved. 

The next base. 

General WasHpourne. The next base, Mr. Chairman, is Offutt Air 
Force Base, page 25 of the bill, and the items involved begin on page 
101 of the program. We wanted to add $1,628,000 worth of work at 
Offutt, of which approximately one-third is for the improvement of 
existing pavements and one-fifth is for additional troop housing, and 
the remainder is for seven additional items. 

I would like to point out that we have to buy 414 acres of additional 
land for operational and communications items. 

Mr. Norsiap. What is the cost of that land per acre in there? 

General WasHpourne. The first item is three acres for $2,000, That 
would average $667 an acre. That is right of way for the tactical air 
navigation facility. 

The second item is a quarter of an acre, rounded off at $1,000. I 
don’t have the exact payment for that. 

The Cuatrman. As soon as the Chair can conveniently arrange it, 
and he hopes we can before we adjourn, I would like for this com- 
mittee to Ay out to Offutt one of these days and spend the day with 
General LeMay and look over that base. It is one of the most inter- 
esting, since it is the headquarters of the SAC command. Two or three 
of the members of this committee have visited it. 

General WasHsourne. The Air Force would be glad to arrange it, 
Mr. Chairman. 

The CuarmMan. We are tremendously impressed with it and I 
consider General LeMay one of our greatest officers of all time. We 
will try to arrange it. 

Without objection, Offutt Air Force Base, Omaha, is approved. 

General Wasupourne. The next base is Pinecastle, Mr. Fiera 
on page 25 of the bill, and the line items begin on page 104 of the book. 
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Phe program to be. added there is something over 4414 mithon of 
which-approximately one-half is for expansion of airfield pavement 
and about $664,000 are for three items of personne! facilities. 

The remaining nine categories are operational items. 

The CuarrMan. Without objection, Pinecastle is approved. 

We come back to our Plattsburg. 

Mr. Kinpay. Oh, no. 

General WasupBourne. The next base, Mr. Chairman, is Plattsburg 
barracks, for which we are asking authority to increase the program 
by nearly $20 million to take care of the second wing for that station. 
Nearly one-third of the amount is for additional pavements to accom- 
modate the second wing and the tankers. 

There are substantial items in connection with aircraft maintenance 
facilities, troop housing and messing, utilities. 

Under medical facilities we propose the construction of a base 
haspital. Andwnder personnel facilities, we are adding four standard 
items. 

Mr. Ketitener. No land owned there yet / 

General Wasupourne. There are two small items for land there, 
Mr. Chairman, one for 3 acres—— 

Mr. Ketiener. I mean on page 1, General, you don’t show any land 
owned or leased. 

Mr. Smart. No transfer, yet? 

Yolonel Price. Title has not been filed as yet. 

General WasHpourNneE. We have not acquired the final title to the 
land the Government is buying and the final transfer of the deed from 
the State of New York on the old Army post is not in yet. 

Mr. Brooxs. How many acres are you going to get ? 

General WasHBourne. About 4,388 acres, if I remember correctly, 
is the sum total of it. 

The Cuarmrman. You think we will be able to use most of those 
buildings? 

General WasnpourNne. Yes, sir; we have utilization programed for 
all the usable buildings on the army post. 

The Cuarrman. Well, they are usable, though, the buildings, there ? 

General WasitpourNE. I won’t say every one of them are, but most 
of them are, Mr. Chairman. 

The CuarrmMan. Most of them / 

General WasnBourne. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Ketiener. I have one question. 

The Cuairman. Mr. Kelleher. 

Mr. Keuiener. General, there was some talk awhile back of re- 
routing Route 22 up there, and you had some difficulty with the State 
about that. 

General Wastpourne. Yes. 

Mr. Ketiener. And the State refused to move until you got some 
half milion dollars in order to relocate that road. How did that 
finally work out? I see it is not in this program here. 

General Wasnpourne. It finally worked out, Mr. Chairman, that 
we gave the State assurances that enabled them to go ahead and give 
us or give the contractor the opportunity to lay a temporary road 
around the end of the runway so he could go to work. I think the 
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pas of who is going to pay for the rerouting of 22 will still have to 
resolved between the State and the Government. 

Mr. Ketiener. You think you may have to spend that money to do 
it sometime ? 

General Wasusourne. I think we will probably have to spend some. 
It should be equitable, it seems to me, to do that. 

Mr. Bares. Whose figures were the more accurate, General, the 
Air Force’s or the local engineers ¢ 

General Wastrnourne. As to what, Mr. Bates? 

Mr. Bares. Oh, as to that controversy that we had around here for 
a year or two. 

Mr. Ketiener. The worth of the structures. 

Mr. Bares. Yes; all of that. Now whose figures turned out to be 
more accurate ¢ 

Mr. Keviener. You placed a value on those buildings at one time, 
I think, of $10 million; that is, the cost of the base went down to that 
extent in price. I think then it went to around eight and a half 
million and then down to about seven, and I think Mr. Bates’ question 
is where is it now. 

Mr. Bares. Of course, you have to throw this road in now. 

General Wasnsourne. I don’t recall what figures were given as 
opposed to the ones Mr. Kelleher just mentioned. We have minimized 
the amount of reimbursement to the State of New York so that we 
will get almost full value out of the inventory on the Army post. 

But I don’t believe I have any better figures as to what that will 
add up than we had last year. 

Mr. Bares. Do we have to cut down the island that was out there? 
Was that in the flight pattern ? 

General WasHnourNne. No, sir; we don’t have to do that. There 
is a hill off to the side of the new runway that was involved in the 
discussion, but we don’t propose to spend money on that. 

Mr. Bares. At this time? 

General Wasnnourne. No, sir. 

Mr. Rivers. It is a pretty fair-sized mountain ? 

General Wasnupourne. Sure it is. It is a big hill and a big hotel 
on it. 

The Cuatrman. You have almost two and a half million for a 
hospital there, with the dental clinic being a little over two and a 
half ; $2,561,000? 

General WasHpournr. Yes, sir. That is the 136-bed hospital on 
a 200-bed chassis, permanent construction, approved for Plattsburg. 
Thre are no available medical facilities in that area. 

The CuHairmMan. Without objection, Plattsburg is approved. 

Mr. Rivers. Here is a rather noncontroversial one. 

General WasupBourne. The next base, Mr. Chairman, is Portsmouth 
Air Force Base, page 26 of the bill, and items for it begin on page 111. 

We seek to add $14 million dollars to the program at Portsmouth 
to provide expansions for the second wing. About one-third of 
that is for additional pavement. There is about $1,200,000 for fuel- 
ing. and over $414 million dollars for aircraft-maintenance 
acilities, 

There is almost $2 million worth of personnel facilities being added 
in this program and the remainder of the items are standard opera- 
tional requirements. 
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Mr. Rivers. Can you still read your glory in the people’s eyes in 
that part of the country? 

General WasuBourne. I don’t know of any renewed expressions of 
approval or disapproval of this site. Mr. Chairman, so far as I know, 
the people up there know what we are going to build and the contractor 
— to begin work this spring on the big pavement items. 

Mr. Bares. I just wondered what that figure, $5,000 for troop hous- 
ing and messing, covers. 

Mr. Ketitenrr. BOQ. 

General Wasusnourne. Mr. Chairman, that is the standard price for 
the officers’ quarters units. It is not the same as the airmen’s barracks. 

The Cuarmman. Without objection, Portsmouth is approved. 

General Wasupourne. The next base, Mr. Chairman, is Sedalia 
Air Force Base. It is on page 26 of the bill, and the items for it are 
on page 115 of the book. 

We would like to add about $214 million additional facilities at 
Sedalia. About one-fifth of the program is for additional pavement 
items, with substantial increments of operational facilities. There 
are $660,000 in this program for personnel facilities of oflicer’s club, 
NCO club, gymnasium, and an outdoor swimming pool. 

Mr. Kitpay. How about all that land you are buying? 

Mr. Smarr. Five hundred acres additional land. 

Mr. Rivers. Galena is not very far from this base, you know. 

General Wasupourne. I believe Sedalia is in the west half of the 
State of Missouri and it is my information that Galena is in the east 
half. 

The CrarrMan. Southwest corner, my little home town there. 
Don’t let him kid you. 

Mr. Rivers. I know you had to have some excuse for finding out 
where that place is located. 

General Wasnpourne. Be glaa to take your suggestion, Mr. Rivers. 

Mr. Smart. Mr. Chairman. 

The Cuarran. Mr. Smart. 

Mr. Smart. I would like to ask one question with reference to the 
housing situation down there, General. We are aware of quite a con- 
troversy going on as to the type of housing that is going to go in there. 

The CuarrmMan. Wait just a minute. 

Mr. Smart. I understand that General LeMay has insisted upon one 
type of housing, that Public Housing or someone else has insisted 
upon some other kind or type of housing, and that so far it has not 
been resolved. So it leads up to the possibility, unless somebody can 
make up their minds what they are doing to do in the way of housing, 
you are going to end up with a base and no place to put your crews 
for your planes. 

The CuatrMan. Certainly your dependents, dependent housing. 

Mr. Smarr. Very well. 

General WaAsnpourne. The problem is very well stated with respect 
to family quarters. We don’t have a solution for the families that 
go into that garrison. It is not a permanent base so we can’t use the 

title Wherry housing. The only relief we have is that the local people 
have decided to proceed with only 100 units under title II of the 
National Housing Act. 

Mr. Rivers. You can resolve it by making that 10-year to 25, and 

then you will take care of everything. 
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General Wasunourne. That, I think, would encourage the applica- 
tion of title VIII of the National Housing Act. 

Mr. Rivers. That is the only way you can qualify under it. 

General Wasusourne. Of course, that Act expires this year. So 
we would expect to have to extend it in order to qualify Sedalia for 
housing under that act. : 

Mr. Rivers. Now, Mr. Chairman, this is a good application of what 
I was talking about this morning. For 10 percent more in the original 
construction you can make a 25-year base. Here is a base where you 
can’t get anything. You are at loggerheads with two Government 
agencies. I think the committee would be justified, if possible, after 

‘ou bring in those figures, the ones we asked for early this morning, 
ooking to see if we couldn't make a base of this character a permanent 
one. Because we will never have peace in our lifetime. 

The Cuarman. The Chair will interpose no objection if the gentle- 
man from South Carolina wants to ome it 25-year life. 

Mr. Rivers. I make that motion, then. 

Mr. Smart. Mr. Chairman, may I pursue that same point a little 
further ¢ 

The Cuairman. Yes. This happens to be in my State. It is serious. 

Mr. Rivers. It is serious. 

‘The Cuatrman. It is up near Sedalia and Warrensburg and the 
University of Missouri, and not far from Kansas City. It is a wonder- 

base. 

Mr. Rivers. We are going to spend $28,415,000 and no place—why, 
the folks east of the place have haunts and the fowls have nests, but 
the servicemen have no place to lay their heads. 

Mr. Bennett. I second the motion. 

Mr. Rivers. I move it be 25 years, Mr. Chairman. 

The Cuamman. How much would that interrupt your program / 
I don’t want to claim any special preference. I wasn’t making the 
motion myself, but I will interpose no objection. 

Mr. Devereux. I thought we were going to consider the whole thing 
as far as whether it is 10 or 25 years. 

Mr. Rivers. He is going to bring in the figures later. This is a 
classic example of it. 

Mr. Bares. A glaring example. 

Mr. Brooks. Let me ask the General this: General, you plan on 
spending $28,415,000. Surely you don’t plan on anything like that, 
unless you expect to have sanclilecaile usage over a period of time for 
that base; isn’t that true? 

General WasupourNe. Yes, sir, that is quite true, Mr. Brooks. 
These bases, although they are not classed as permanent, have indefi- 
nite usage planned for them. 

Mr. Brooxs. So that actually what is involved here is a small differ- 
ence between 10 and 25 years dosing And, of course, you raise the 
hopes of the people. I think that, then, is the biggest thing that you 
have to consider, that when you do increase it to 25, you put them on 
notice that you are planning on a more or less permanent establish- 
ment there. 

General Wasusourne. Yes, sir. 

The Cuatrman. And I do feel—— 

Mr. Brooks. It is all right. 
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The Cuarrman. If you make it 25 years, a lot of local capital would 
go ahead and make investment. 

Mr. Brooks. It would save the Government in the long run. 

Mr. Rivers. Immediately, Mr. Chairman, they become eligible for 
title 8, immediately, and it will obviously encourage private capital. 
Because, to start with, the people down the street here who buy the 
paper are insured. And that company with the private capital in- 
vestment—-why, it will show the permanency of the base, the way 
it should be. I move it be 25 instead of 10 years. 

Mr. Bennerr. It is the third time he made the motion, and for 
the third time I will second it. 

Mr. Deverrux. Is there some consideration that SAC is going to 
shift its operations around from one place to another—whether they 
have a home for it, as vou would say in the Navy, that they will move 
to temporarily / 

Genera] Wasupourne. Even though they rotate on another base, 
perhaps overseas, General Devereux, they still have to have their 
home station and their operations here. 

Mr. Deverrux. Well, such a place as this would be considered a 
home port ¢ 

General Wasupourne. Oh, yes, definitely. 

Mr. Deverrux. Thank you. 

General Wastinourne. The whole difference between the permanent 
and the semipermanent bases had its origin in the discussion of the 
past 3 or 4 years of what was the permanent leve lof the Air Force. 

The CHairman. Mr. Smart. 

Mr. Smarr. Mr. Chairman, the reason I am pursuing this: You 
received a letter this morning which you may not have had an op- 
portunity to read yet. 

(Chairman exhibits letter.) 

The CuarrmMan. This one? 

Mr. Smarr. It pointed out, which I think is a rather ridiculous 
approach to this problem, with this a 10-year base. They talk about 
this housing situation, in an attempt to try to get some solution by it, 
by saying that there is soon going to be presented to the Congress a 
$250 million, or such a size program, for family housing. 

I hope they don’t think we believe that you are going to put hous- 
ing on a 10-year base. They are not going to build this family-type 
housing unless they have made a complete change in policy at a tem- 
porary or quasipermanent base. Because they have sufficient need 
already at existing permanent bases, so certified by the Secretary of 
Defense, to take up every single family housing unit there would be 
in that program. 

So to suggest to the chairman, as an Air Force representive did 
today by letter, that there are some possible solutions to the housing 
problem at Sedalia through this forthcoming program to me is just 
a bunch of hogwash. It is not going to happen. 

Mr. Rivers. Mr. Chairman, I move, for the fourth time, that this 
be made a 25-year base, because it is obvious this is one of the most 
ridiculous situations I have ever seen. And I want to incorporate 
in the record at this point this letter which indicates it. 

You are going to have a base there with not a single solitary de- 
pendent housing, if we don’t do something about it ourselves. 

Mr. Bennerr. Second the motion. 
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Mr. Rivers. I am a man of few words, as you know. 
(Laughter. ) 
(The letters referred to are as follows :) 


DEPARTMENT OF THE AIR FORCE, 
OFFICE OF THE SECRETARY, 
Washington, D. C., March 24, 1954. 


My Dear Mr. CHAIRMAN: With reference to your letter of March 13, 1954, to 
General Kelly, I am extremely and equally concerned over the critical situa- 
tion regarding adequate housing for Air Force families at Sedalia Air Force 
Base. I am also concerned over this situation at many other Air Force 
installations. 

You are aware that some time ago, the Housing and Home Finance Agency pro- 
posed that the demountable or “PFD” housing located at Camp Breckinridge, 
Ky., be moved to Sedalia Air Force Base to meet the family housing needs at 
that installation. The Housing and Home Finance Agency also offered trailers 
to be used at that installation. These proposals have been carefully con- 
sidered ; however, our position which is based upon operating experience with 
these units at some of our installations is that it brings about a very serious 
morale problem. We believe further that the expenditure of Federal funds to 
provide the type of housing that nas been offered at semipermanent installations 
represents a questionable investment. -Officials in the Office of the Secretary of 
Defense and the Housing and Home Finance Agency have been apprised of our 
strong feeling in this matter. 

Under title III of the National Housing Act only three types of housing are 
provided, one of which is the relocatable-type housing unit. The relocatable- 
type unit is considered by the Air Force to be the most satisfactory to meet the 
needs of Sedalia Air Force Base. We have been unable, however, to secure 
programing of relocatable units for that installation. A plan for this purpose 
has been considered by the Housing and Home Finance Agency, but no final aetion 
has been taken. We have secured approval for an allocation of 100 title IX 
units from the Housing and Home Finance Agency. This additional housing, 
however, will not meet the ultimate needs of the installation. As you may 
know, the authority which provides for housing under titles III and IX will 
terminate on June 30, 1954. 

In view of our position that the demountable-type housing at Camp Breckin- 
ridge is inadequate and our inability to secure relocatable-type housing or suf- 
ficient title IX housing, we would prefer to defer the solution of the housing 
problem at Sedalia Air Force Base until such time as some means can be found 
whereby acceptable family housing may be provided at that installation. 

The Housing and Home Finance Agency completed a housing market analysis 
of the Sedalia-Knob Noster-Warrensburg area on November 25, 1953. The Air 
Force has carefully studied this report which has been returned to the Housing 
and Home Finance Agency. 

The Office of the Secretary of Defense is now studying this problem to de- 
termine what courses of action may be taken to alleviate this situation. I have, 
therefore, informed that office of your interest and have requested that you be 
further advised as soon as a firm position has been developed. 

Sincerely yours, 
(Signed) JAmMes H. Dovueétas, Acting Secretary. 


ASSISTANT SECRETARY OF DEFENSE, 
Washington 25, D. C., April 8, 1954. 
Properties and Installations 

Dear Mr. Snort: The Department of the Air Force has referred to this office 
a copy of Acting Secretary Douglas’ letter dated March 24, 1954, in reply to your 
communication regarding family housing conditions at Sedalia, Mo. The Air 
Force has requested that you be further advised by this office as soon as a firm 
position has been developed on such housing matters. 

As you know, the Department of Defense has for some time been working 
on a comprehensive program to provide reasonable housing for married men in 
the military services. Within a very short time we will present to the Congress 
a separate bill to provide authorization for such dependent housing. Only in 
this manner can the present unsatisfactory situation be alleviated. 

Your sympathetic interest in this very human problem is much appreciated. 

Sincerely yours, 
(Signed) FRANKLIN G. FLOETE. 
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The Cuarman. All those in favor say “Aye”; opposed, “No.” 

All right. With that amendment, to change from 10 to 25 years, 
Sedalia at Knob Noster is approved. 

Mr. Rivers. Mr. Chairman, we are going to get 10 percent on the 
overall cost of the base, too. So we get $3 million more out of the 
overall proposition. 

General WasnuBourne. Mr. Chairman, adoption of that directive 
would involve some increase in the unit prices in this program here. 

Mr. Rivers. Ten percent. 

General Wasupourne. I am not prepared to say what they are, 
but they will have to be considered in connection with that. 

Mr. Rivers. My motion, Mr. Chairman, and I move, includes the 
additional unit cost, not to exceed 25 percent. 

Mr. Norsiap. He is willing to come in and give the difference. 
Isn’t that what you have in mind submitting in the next few days? 
Why not wait? 

The CuatrMan. That is right. 

General WasnueourNe. Very well, sir. Smoky Hill Air Force 
Base—— 

The Cuatrman. Just add the percent that is necessary to make it 
permanent. 

General Wasupnournr. Very well, sir. Smoky Hill Air Force Base 
is on page 27 of the bill and the construction projects are on page 118 
of the book. We seek to add $7,612,000 worth of facilities at Smoky 
Hill, of which about two-thirds are for additional pavements to ac- 
commodate the operations of the second wing. 

There is almost $1 million worth of aircraft maintenance facilities. 
There is an addition of about 400 airmen’s barracks spaces and opera- 
tional categories for 6 additional groups. 

There is 7 land items to be added at Smoky Hill, 2 of which involve 
easements, and smaller projects involve the purchase of additional 
land. 

Mr. Smarr. What is the additional land for, the 130 acres ? 

General Wasnrourne. The 130 acres is for the purchase of 130 acres 
on the east side of the base for base expansion. The 79 acres, for $338 
an acre, is for extension of the runway. 

Mr. Smart. May I ask a question right there, Mr. Chairman? 

The Cuarrman. Yes. 

Mr. Smarr. General Washbourne, because of the continuing ques- 
tions on the part of the committee with reference to greater acquisi- 
tion of lands to extend runways and, whereas 2 years ago we thought 
10,000 feet would do the job and now we say it has gone up to 11, 700 
for the B-47's and perhaps 12,500, or 13,000, or a little more for the 
B-—52’s, and that type of aircraft, can you make a categorical state- 
ment to the committee at this time: If the runways envisioned on these 
bases now will accommodate any foreseeable operational aircraft that 
would be assigned to them ¢ 

General Wasnrourne. Mr. Chairman, we have aircraft on the draw- 
ing board that we, of course, have not built and have not experimented 
with. But their design is being pointed to performance with this 
character of pavements. And these pavements here that we are build- 
ing now in this program does take care of the performance of the 
aircraft that we have in the foreseeable future. 
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Mr. Smarr. Well, my reason for asking that, General, was that as 
we have these successive programs back before the committee and we 
find we need an extra 500 or 700 or a thousand feet of land, every one 
of those requires another engineering survey—all the overhead and 
expense and everything that goes with it. So that if you know now 
of any reason why there may be required at any one of these bases a 
longer runway, it will be far cheaper on the taxpayer to put it on this 
bill and get the whole piece while you are at it now, than to come back 
here and nibble at it, as you may, to within your known requirements. 

General Wasirourne. We certainly appreciate that, Mr. Smart. 
The method of computing runway requirements for these new air- 
planes is a very complicated business and it is undergoing constant 
review as to which of the various methods or formulae can be adopted 
to get the proper performance and at the same time save whatever 
money could be saved. That is still going on. 

I can’t say that we are at the end of that computation—— 

Mr. Bares. General 

General WasHsourne. To make a general assurance to the commit- 
tee, these are the runway extensions that we can foresee we need for 
the aircraft that we have coming up. 

Mr. Bares. I remember—we got the records here for 1952. Mr. 
Short said: “How long are the runways you are building at Lime- 
stone?” And you said: “I believe it is up to 10,000 now.” 

Mr. Short congratulated you by saying: “But it will take anything 
that flies today or that perhaps will fly in the near future or perhaps 
for several years to come?” And you said: “To meet all criteria.” 
Mr. Short said “Certainly you are looking ahead.” 

“General WasuBourNne. We are, yes.” 

That was a year ago and now we are coming in here with an 1,100 
feet additional for the runway. 

The Cuatrman. That is, the General said this morning, with this 
aircraft industry and the Air Force itself still in its infancy and we 
have made such rapid strides and progress. 

Mr. Brooks. think so. 

The Cuairman. The change in the weight and speed of the planes, 
that it is hard to keep up. So I am going to be reluctant to criticize 
anyone. I was trying to look ahead then. And the thing Mr. Smart 
is pointing out now: we should look not only to meet our immediate 
need of the planes in actual operation or even on the drawing board, 
but what will likely be our requirements, 2, 4, 6, 8, or 10 years from 
now. We have to look ahead and if we can plan ahead I think we 
can economize and save a lot of money. You don’t have to have 
these new surveys and studies. You just can add on to a good house 
so much, to what you already have built. 

Mr. Devereux. He may go to shorter runways, too, with develop- 
ment of the helicopter. 

The Cuamman. That is true. 

i Well, without objection, we will approve Smoky Hill Air Force 
ase. 

I want us to finish today, if we can, gentlemen, Strategic Air 
Command. We won’t take air defense. I hope we can get through 
by 4 o’clock. 
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General Wasuenourne. The next base is Stead Air Force Base, Mr. 
Chairman, page 27 of the bill. The projects are listed on page 121 of 
the Air Force book. : 

The 750,000 program to be added to Stead is for communications, 
utilities, personnel facilities, and security fence. 

The Cuatrman. That is a small, comparatively small item, but a 
necessary one. 

Mr. Brooks. Only $92,000 new authorization, Mr. Chairman. 

General WasHnourne. Yes, sir. 

Nearly all of this work is to be included in existing authorizations. 

The Cuarrman. All right, Stead Air Force Base, Reno, approved. 

General Wasneourne. The next base is Travis Air Force Base, page 
27 of the bill, and the projects are listed beginning at page 123 of the 
book. 

$7,822,000 to be added there, of which about 80 percent is for an 
expansion of airfield pavements. 

(Deleted for security.) 

The other eight categories are standard operational items. 

The Cuatrman. That is a good Air Force base, being very efficiently 
run, and received most of the boys who are brought back from Korea. 
I don’t think there will be any objection to that. Travis is a good 
base, still growing and improving. 

Turner. 

General Wasunourne. The next base, Mr. Chairman, is Turner, top 
of page 28 of the bill. The projects are listed beginning at page 126 
of the book. 

We want to add $5,661,000 to Turner. A large majority of that is 


11 pavement items to replace and modernize the runway system at 
Turner for the strategic fighters that are stationed there, and the 
refueling tankers that are being added to that unit. 

Mr. Brooks. General, that will complete your program at ‘Turner, 
won't it? I see 4 million construction program and for the fiscal 


year, 1955, 5 million, which makes a total of 9 million. 

The CHarrman. Yes. 

Mr. Brooks. And the total authorization is 9 million. 

General Wasupovurne. That is to substantially complete the devel- 
opments at Turner, Mr. Brooks. The big thing they have wanted for 
several years is the modernization of the runway system. I think 
they have got about everything else of the big items that they require. 

The Cuarrman, All right, without objection, Turner is approved. 

General WasHsourne. The next base, Mr. Chairman, is Walker Air 
Force Base, page 28 of the bill. 

The projects begin on page 129 of the book. We are asking some- 
thing over $4 million of which three-fourths is for an expansion of the 
pavement system at Walker. 

The Cuarrman. And most 

General Wasnpourne. Seven additional categories of operational 
items. 

The Crarrman. Most of those authorizations have heretofore been 
granted. 

Mr. Smart. Is there runway—— 
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The Cramman. Any questions on Walker / 

That is at Roswell. 

Mr. Smart. Is there runway extension there? 

General WasHpourne, Yes. 

Mr. Smart. What is your present runway there? 

Mr. Ketiener. There isn’t any extension there, is there, General? 

General WasHBourne. I tema corrected, Mr. Smart. The length 
of the runway is being taken care of in the 1954 program. These items 
here are for widening and strengthening the instrument runway. 

Mr. Smarr. What is the total length of your runway? 

General Wasnpourne. 13,000 feet. 

The CHarrMan. Yes, fine. Because you have heavy bomber wing 
there. 

General WasHpourNe. Yes, sir. 

The CuHarman. And fighter interceptor. Not too far from White 
Sands, is it, and Alamogordo? 

General W ASHBOURNE. No, sir, not very far. 

The CuammMan. I mean it is a necessary thing in that vicinity! 

General WasupBourne, Correct, yes, sir. 

The Cuamman. Without objection, Walker is approved. 

General WasnsBournre. The next base, Mr. Chairman, is Westover 
Air Force Base, for which we are asking a little over $1 million for 
udditional facilities in 7 categories. About half of it is for improve- 
ments to the apron and shoulder stabilization on the base, and the 
remainder is 6 categories of operational items. 

Mr. Ketiener. Is MATS out of there entirely now, General? 

General WasuBourne. No, the MATS operation is still in West- 
over, but they will be moving in the next several months. It is pro- 
gramed for the SAC people to occupy Westover this coming fall, 
if I am not mistaken. 

The Cuarrman. Where will MATS go from Westover? 

General Wasunourne, To Maguire, and to Dover. 

The Cuairman. Well, gentlemen, that brings us down to—— 

General Wasnpvourne. Mr. Chairman, before we complete the 
Strategic Air Command—— 

The Cuatrman. Yes. 

General Wasnnourne. I would like if I may to go back to Dow 
and correct the pavement figures there. I find that I omitted to tell 
you that the $25 pavement items have to be incorporated in line items 
2 and 4, where $12 was shown before. 

Mr. Barres. What page is that, General ? 

General Wasurourne. That would be page 50 in the book. 

I would like the committee’s permission to change line item 2 from 
2,469,000 to 5,144,000, and line item 4—— 

The Cuamman. That is to change from what? 

General WasHpourne. From 2,469,000 to 5,144,000. 

The Cuamman. Yes. 

General Wasnnourne. And line item 4 would be changed from 
1,880,000 to 3,917,000. That is an addition of 4,712,000 on those two 
projects. I would increase the base authorization to 16,782,000, 

The Office, Secretary of Defense, is agreeable to making those 
changes in prices. 


Mr. Bares. What is the reason for those, General ? 
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General Wasueourne. We find in further engineering that the 
pavement costs, Mr. Bates, there are much below average, and we have 
to estimate $25 a yard on the pavement, and for some inadvertence 
those two items were not so included in the book. 

Mr. Bares. You say the cost is below ¢ 

General WasuBourner. No, sir. The cost is in excess of the average. 
It is over double. 

The Cuairman. That is right. 

General Wasupourne. I will do my best to get those figures, Mr.. 
Chairman. 

The Cuairman. Well, we made pretty good progress today. We 
are just learning how to get the old machine started. But we finished 
SAC today and we will finish as many tomorrow as possible. And 
it is the purpose of the Chair for us to sit in the morning from 10 to 
12 and tomorrow afternoon from 2 to 4, unless there should be, well, 
there will be no roll calls. 

Tomorrow is the Illinois primary.. We will have a full day, from 
10 to 12 in the morning, and from 2 to 4 tomorrow afternoon. 

We will eat a big hunk out of this bill. 

(Whereupon, at 3:55 p. m., a recess was taken to reconvene at 
10 a. m., of the following day.) 


Hovse or RepreseENTATIVES, 
CoMMITTEZ ON ARMED SERVICES, 
Washington, D. C., Tuesday, April 13, 1954. 


(The committee met at 10 a. m., the Honorable Dewey Short, chair- 
man of the committee, presiding.) 
The Cuarrman. The committee will be in order. Our first 


witness this morning is going to give us highly classified information, 
and I think the room perhaps will be cleared of all except the ones 
that need to hear this, Mr. Smart. 

Mr. Smarr. Mr. Chairman, this first presentation is on a must-know 
basis only. It will be necessary to exclude the reporter, and it will be 
up to General Washbourne to vouch for those of the services who 
might. remain. 

Mr. Rivers. What do you mean by “must know”? 

The CuHarrman. Well, only the people who must know about the 
 aghenes: 3 operations should be present. And let the Chair state that 

e was a little surprised and not say shocked yesterday, after we left 
the committee, the committee adjourned, to have a half dozen re- 
porters call him asking about particular bases. One of my colleagues 
called and wanted information on a particular base. I told him I 
couldn’t give it to him because this material that we have here is secret 
material. I hope members will bear that in mind. And I told them 
nothing. We have to be very careful about it. 

Mr. Bares. They have the bill, Mr. Chairman. 

Mr: Hess. The bill states the bases. 

The Cuarrman. I know, but they were asking other things. 

Mr. Devereux. We have to be careful about that, don’t we? 

The Cuarrman. Thirty yards away. 
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I am just telling you what happened and IT do hope members will 
exercise caution and care until we mark up the bill, at least until we 
get it reported. 

I told them they could read the bill, and that probably has all the 
information they want anyway. 

All right-— 

Mr. Brooxs. Mr. Chairman, in view of the fact that it is a must- 
know basis, I want to mention something—I don’t care whether it is 
on the record here. 

Mr. Gavin. Wait a minute, before you start to talk. 

Off the record. 

(Discussion off the record.) 

The Carman. Mr. Brooks. 

Mr. Brooks. This is off the record, and I don’t care about discussing 
it except in executive session. 

The Cuairman. All right, call your list of people to remain. 

General Wasnpourne. Very well. 

Rodenhauser, Ferry, Moore, Lindstrand, Flaherty will remain. 
The others need not know. And Wilcox will remain. 

(Presentation of Air Defense Command off the record.) 

The Cuarrman. The committee will please be in order. 

Yesterday we completed Strategic Air Command and this morning 
we will take up the Air Defense Command. 

Mr. Rivers is recognized. 

Mr. Rivers. Mr. Chairman, on yesterday Mr. Bray and I had dis- 
cussion concerning access highways for these bases. I want every- 
body to listen because this means a lot. I followed that up this morn- 
ing with a discussion with the Chairman of the Public Works Commit- 
tee on roads, Harry McGregor, and told him of our discussion. 

He advised me that the House has made no provision for access 
highways to these bases or any other bases. There were no authoriza- 
tions pending, none in prospect, none anticipated, and none forthcom- 
ing; that the Senate had inserted in the recent bill, whatever it was, 
$10 million for access highways—first-come-first-served proposition. 
He also admonished me particularly that if and when that money was 
made available, the Atomic Energy Commission would, as in the past, 
get it all and these bases get what was left. He said, “Now, if you 
want to do something, the thing for you to do is to tie each base with 
an access highway authorization so that that base will get that to 
which it is entitled.” 

T said, “How will we do that?” 

He said, “You will have to have your own hearings,” and he sug- 

sted we get either or both of the Public Roads Administration, Mr. 

upont and General Paul Yount. 

Now, I discussed this with General Washbourne, and he is alerted 
to this, and he knows about it. ; 

And here is my request, Mr. Chairman, that both or either of these 
gentlemen be requested to appear before this committee before this 
bill is reported out, along with the assistance of General Washbourne, 
and those bases which require or need access highways will have that 
‘\ighway made part and parcel of the authorization so that we won't 
be left, as we have in the past, with a base with no access to it. It is 
just not good planning. It is like that housing project we were talk- 
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We have a base and no way to get to it. That is 


ing about, Sedalia. 
my request, Mr. Chairman. ' 

Mr. Norsiap. You mean to say there are some bases in the United 
States that don’t have any accessibility, you can’t get into it ? 

Mr. Rivers. You can get there, but you have a system of highways 
that are not adequate, just like any other highway. That is the 
theory of the access highway proposition. 

Now, General Washbourne knows about that, and he knows, if he 
is at liberty to tell you, that the Air Force has been left idle on some 
of these places. 

The Cuairman. We know during World War IT that at many 
Army base installations the Federal Government, in conjunction and 
cooperation with the various States, built dual highways. For 
instance, take Fort Leonard Wood. They built a dual highway sev- 
eral miles south and several miles to the north. That is just one 
typical example. 

t know they did that all over the country. I don’t know just how it 
was done. But the gentleman from South Carolina has raised a very 
interesting point, and a very necessary one. I think perhaps it is 
something that the committee should consider. We will take your 
suggestion under consideration and perhaps will call these gentlemen. 

Mr. Kinpay. Mr. Chairman, I think during the war it was done 
under the Lanham Act, providing for all sorts of municipal facilities— 
schools, housing, and everything else. 

Mr. Rivers. Not the access highway. 

The CHairMan. I am not sure, but it is something we will look into. 

Mr. Gavin. Mr. Chairman. 

The Cuamman. Yes. 

Mr. Gavin. Maybe the General would comment on that. 

The CHairnman. Do you know just how that was done, General ¢ 

General WasHpourNner. No, sir; I am afraid I don’t know how it 
was done. 

There are about 15 bases in this Air Force program that have a 
requirement for an access road of some character, of some length. We 
have been using the process of making our access-road requirements 
known through General Yount who acts for the Department of De- 
fense and he in turn does business with the Bureau of Public Roads 
and other committees of the Congress. 

Air Force is quite concerned to learn that our prospects of funding 
for that pers this year are, as described by Mr. Tae. not very 
good, and that we would be glad to work with this committee or with 
General Yount to prepare information. 

The CuHamman, Fine. 

General Wasunournr. That the committee would like to use. 

Mr. Brooks. Mr. Chairman. 

The Cuarrman. Yes, Mr. Brooks. 

Mr. Brooks. This is a thought along that line. We raised the 
amount for public roads considerably in the House. The Senate I 
understand has raised it above a billion dollars. It is possible that 
the Chairman or one of our experts could take up with the Senate and 
see whether or not a part of that money could be allotted to this 
particular purpose, he if it isn’t then whether we should incorporate 
it in the bill or put it in another bill. But with a billion dollars, 


> 

5 

} 

7 

) 


4238 


more than a billion dollars for public roads, it is a far larger figure 
than we have ever given to public roads. 

It seems to me there ought to be access 

The Cuairman. Well, we will discuss that when we bring that up. 
Let’s get on with the bill, gentlemen. The Air Defense Command, 
page 136 in the book. 

General Wasnpourne, Mr. Chairman, this program contains 34 
bases of the Air Defense Command for $78,692,000. These bases fit 
with the other elements of the air defense that were outlined to you 
by Colonel Lindstand in the 1-hour briefing that has just been 
concluded. 

Further along in this program, you will also notice that there is a 
section marked “AC & Ww 302.” Those are other elements of the Air 
Defense Command construction, like the Texas towers that he men- 
tioned, which is a separate section. ; 

This section immediately before us is for the Air Defense Command 
stations, 7 of which are permanent and 27 of which are listed as semi- 
permanent for the purposes of construction standards. 

The first one in the book, alphabetically, is Atlantic City Consolan 
Station. That is on page 136 of the book. 

The Crarrman. $72,000. 

General Wasnerourne. On page 28 of the bill. 

The Cuarrman. Without objection, Atlantic city is O. K. 

Bismarck. 

General Wasupourne. I would like to fill in this point, Mr. Chair- 
man, that there are 4 of these exactly alike: 1 at Atlantic City, 1 at 
Nantucket, Mass., 1 at Pescadero, Calif—that is near San Mateo— 
and the fourth 1 at Point Conception, Calif., near Santa Barbara. 

The Cuatmman. All approximately the same cost? 

General Wasnpourne. No, sir. The cost of 2 of them is $107,000 
and the cost of this 1 and 1 other is $72,000 apiece. 

The CuarrMan. I think we might consider all four of them at this 
time. Just what.are you building there? 

Colonel Ropennauser. They are a navigational-aid device, Mr. 


Chairman, that help both military and commercial airetaft into the - 


defense net. 

Mr. Rivers. It is a going proposition now. 

Colonel] RopeNHAUSER. They are unmanned stations. 

The Cuarman. Yes. 

Without objection, we will approve those four projects. 

Bismarck Airport, Bismarck, N. Dak. 

General WasHnourne. Page 28 of the bill, Mr. Chairman. The 
Bismarck Airport is introduced in the Air Force program at this 
time for construction valued at $714 million, approximately. That 
is to establish on a civilian airport an Air Defense Command facility 
for an operational unit. 

The Cuarrman. This is completely new, is it not? 

General Wasnupourne, This is a new installation. 

The Caran. Yes. 

General Wasupourne. The Bismarck Airport had a utilization in 
World War IT and this will be a joint-use arrangement with the 
community. 

- The Cuairman. What about the housing situation, family housing? 
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General Wasneourne. The old Army post of Fort Lincoln is on 
this installation or adjacent to it, and we are receiving by permit 
from the Department of Army the use of several sets of family 
quarters. 

Mr. Ketiener. Eighty-one, I believe. 

General Wasneourne. Eighty-one sets of family quarters. Those 
were renovated in connection with the construction of the Garrison 
Dam in the last 3 or 4 years, and will be a very great asset to the use 
of this base. 

Mr. Ketiener. You are not going to have any housing for your 
crews at the other new bases, are you, General? Where are those 
ADC crews going to live? 

General Wastrourne. You mean at the other interceptor squadron 
bases, Mr. Kelleher? 

Mr. Keviener. Yes. It is quite a problem, isn’t it, to keep these 
men close enough to their airplanes so they can take off when time is 
of the essence. 

General Wasupourner. Well, the family quarters part is a very great 
problem, and is one of the most sensitive areas in the Air Force pro- 

am. 
nT he problem of providing bachelor barracks for the airmen and for 
the officers is just the same as it is everywhere else. 

Mr. Kettener. Yes. 

General WasnpBourne. But the family quarters for the alert crews 
is a very great operational problem. 

The Cnatrman, You got $450,000 at Bismarck for your dormitory 
and troop housing and messing. 

General Wasusourne. Yes, sir. That is for the bachelor airmen 
in the barracks. 

The Cuatrman. That is right. And $146,000 for family housing. 

General Wasupourne. Yes, sir. 

That is for the renovation of the 81 units, rehabilitation—— 

The Cuarman. Rehabilitation, yes. 

General WasnpourNr. 81 units that are being permitted to the Air 
Force from the Army. 

The CuHarrMan. Without objection, Bismarck is approved. 

Mr. Bares. Those roads there run about 5 to 10 thousand dollars’ 
cheaper than the roads you have been putting in previously, per mile. 
Weren't the figures yesterday $55,000 and $60,000, under (j) ? 

General WasuBourne. Yes, sir, Mr. Bates. 

Roads are usually priced in at 60 or 65 thousand dollars a mile. 
Here the estimate was for $50,000. 

Mr. Bares. This is a local estimate. 

General Wasipourne. Yes, sir. 

Nearly half of this amount of course is programed for the con- 
struction of pavements, and aprons and runway at the airport. 

The Carman. Without pa Bismarck is approved. 


Next is Burlington, Vt. 

- you know what.they are doing at that Army post up at Burling- 
ton 

General WasHpourne. Yes, sir. 

The Carman. There are some very fine permanent buildings there. 

General WasHeourne. That is used as a part of the facilities for 
this base by the Air Force. 
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The Fine. 

Genera] WasunourNe. Ethan Allen Air Force Base. 

The Cuarrman. That is right. 

Mr. Rivers. Ethan Allen. 

The Cuamman. They were not being used for quite awhile there. 
I couldn’t understand it. 

General Wasipoukrne. It was inactivated by the Army following 
the war, and has been in use by the Air Force since about 1949. 

The Cuairman. I am glad to know you are using it. There are 
very nice buildings, permanent brick buildings. It is an old post. 

eneral Wasnrnourne, At Burlington Airport, Mr. Chairman, 
about $1 million worth of operational facilities. The two major items 
are four projects for pavements, and three projects for aircraft main- 
tenance Facilities 

Approximately $410,000 is requested in this bill. The remainder 
of the program is covered by Cry unused authorizations. 

The Any objection to Burlington 

' Mr. Bares. For three acres there you are going to pay $2,000 
approximately for a right-of-way ¢ 

Colonel Price. Mr. Bates, these two items are for the TACAN navi- 
gational air facility, and as General Washbourne explained yester- 
day in order to have any item at all it comes out as $1,000 for the 
smaller amount. 

The second item, being three acres and involving a possibility of 
several owners in the accompanying administrative costs, there is a 
possibility that it will cost more than $1,000. 

We do not have firm estimates because the actual locations have not 
been sited as yet. 

Mr. Bares. It is going to be over $1,500 an acre anyway. 

Colonel Pricer. No, sir. 

Mr. Bares. I mean—— 

Colonel Pricer. The—— 

Mr. Barns. Over $500 an acre. 

Mr. Smarr. Over $1,000. 

General Wasnnourne. It would be over three acres for $2,000. 
There would be of course the possibility that it would cost $1,001 or 
$333 an acre as the minimum price shown by these figures. 

Mr. Bares. Well if that was so, you would have 1,000 and not 2,000, 
isn’t that right? 

General Wasupourne. No, sir. Our understanding is that we 
round off to the nearest $1,000 which contains the figure of the 
estimate. 

Mr. Bares. You don’t mean that. You mean the higher. 

General Wasnsourne. The higher, yes, sir; the nearest higher. 

Mr. Bares. Not the nearest thousand, but the next higher thousand. 
‘ General Wasusourne. That is correct, Mr. Bates, the nearest higher 
$1,000. 

Mr. Bares. So it is going to cost anyway $333? | 

_ General Wasnpourne. That would be the estimate shown here, yes, 
sir. 

Mr. Bares. You have to move buildings there ? 

General Wasupourne. You can’t tell, Mr. Bates, until you site it in 
the field. There is no indication of just where it will end up. 
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Mr. Bares. You have no idea what this is all about, then, this par- 
ticular thing here? 

General Wasnnournr. We don’t know exactly where it can be sited. 
We have to go out in the field and take some tests and look the ground 
over and actually survey it. And it will be somewhere—it may be 
even on the base, it may be up five miles or so away. We know about 
where it will be; we know about what it will look like. But we don’t 
know exactly the piece of ground that it will end up being located on. 

Mr. Bares. You think that price is a pretty good estimate? It 
seems like an awful lot of money just for a right-of-way. 

General Wasnnourne. Mr. Rates, it isn’t really an estimate of what 
we think it will cost. It is just a mechanism to give the committee a 
chance to authorize a piece of land to put this thing on. That is the 
way I look at it. I really haven’t a close estimate at all of what the 
ultimate three acres that we want to buy will actually cost. 

Mr. Bares. Well, there is not much sense in us even talking about 
the figures, then, if that is the grounds on which they are submitted. 

Colonel Ropexnavser. On the TACAN you are right, sir. The 
TACAN is an entirely new navigational system which is being in- 
corporated in the Air Force for the first time this year. It is a belt 
across the United States. There is no time to specifically site the 
exact locations. They have only been designated by area or nearest 
airbase. Therefore, until we can get out and look at the particular 
spot on which we are going to put it and find out how much it is going 
to cost us, we have tried to tidke an average figure here to show or to 


cover us So we can get on with this construction. We do not hope or 
ar that these things are going to cost that amount of money, sir. 
h 


e Cuarrman. That is right. 

Mr. Bares. I am not talking about TACAN. I am talking about 
the real estate under “K.” 

Colonel Ropennavser. That is right. That is what the real estate 
is for, sir, to locate the TACAN facilities. 

The CuatmrMan. Without objection, Burlington is approved. Du- 
juth Municipal Airport, in Duluth, Minn. 

General Wasunourne. Page 29 of the bill, Mr. Chairman. We want 
to add about $2,173,000 worth of facilities at Duluth. 

About half of that, or four projects, is for the improvement of 

aving. 
i I would like to point out, sir, that the unit price of paving at Duluth 
is $28 a yard. That has been a very expensive place in which to lay 
paving and those are field costs by the engineers who have been work- 
ing there on past programs. 

The Cuarrman. That is far north. What kind of a lease do you 
have on the 1175 acres? 

General Wasunourne. Colonel Price. 

Colonel Price. We have a lease, Mr. Chairman, running for another 
14 years at a cost slightly less than $10,000 a year. The $10,090 is cal- 
culated on the basis of improvement made without Federal assistance. 
It includes the free use of the airfield jointly with the city. 

Mr. Cunnrncuam. Might I ask a question there, Mr. Chairman? 

The Yes. 

Mr. Cunnrncuam. Why is it so expensive to lay paving in Duluth? 

It certainly isn’t because of the climate. 
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General Wasusourne. Mr. Cunningham, we have a peat bog con- 
dition on several areas of this airport and we have to dig it out and 
replace it with select material before the pavement can be laid. That 
is the basis for this extra cost. 

The Carman. Mr. Kelleher. 

Mr. Ketiener. General, in the case of Duluth, and I think Great- 
er Pittsburgh, the “infirmary” item in this program has previously 
been authorized, hasn’t it, and actually you are putting it in here only 
to raise the station total to a sufficient amount to appropriate against 
that, is that correct ? 

Colonel Ropenuauser. That is correct. 

Mr. Netson. Mr. Chairman. 

The Cuarrman. Mr. Nelson. 

‘ a Nextson. General, what kind of pavement are you estimating 
ere 

General Wasuxourne. I didn’t understand. 

Mr. Netson. Portland cement or bituminous concrete? 

General Wasnsourne. The pavement called for here is apron 
pavement, Mr. Nelson, and under our criteria that will be concrete. 

Mr. Ne son. Well, then, on your estimates for runways for air- 
bases, what do you estimate? 

General WasHpourne. I am afraid I didn’t understand that. 

Mr. Netson. What sort of pavement are you estimating for run- 
ways on that field? 

eneral WasHpourNE. The criteria for runways that we are build- 
ing is that the ends will be portland cement concrete and the remainder 
of the runway may be asphalt unless concrete is bid lower. 

Now, we have a differential of 5 percent that we have been willing 
to use on the bases to obtain concrete pavement if it is priced with- 
in 5 percent of the asphalt combination. But the criteria is basically 
asphalt runways and concrete aprons. 

{r. Netson. Well, then, in giving us your estimate of prices for 
runways at these various airports, you are estimating bituminous con- 
crete or portland cement ? 

General Wasupcurne. Mr. Nelson, I don’t think that these esti- 
mates on pavements here are directly related to which type we are 
going to put in. Frequently that depends upon the existing types of 
pavement that are already there. 

In the average case, the cost of one pavement type over the other 
is very small and within the accuracy of these preliminary field 
estimates I don’t believe we have tried to differentiate whether it is 
going to be asphalt or whether it is going to be concrete. We make 
the difference between heavy duty and light duty only. 

Mr. Netson. Isn’t there quite a difference in cost aba bitumi- 
nous concrete and portland cement ? 

Genseal WasupBourne. Sometimes. Sometimes, the cost is very 
small, 

Mr. Netson. Then how do you arrive at your estimate for per square 
yard? What do you use as a yardstick? 

General WasurourNner. We have not previously—and I am pretty 
sure they did not in submitting these estimates last summer—differ- 
entiated between the two types that they were going to build. Now 
it is possible that the district engineer had in mind that the conditions 
for the particular base would encourage one or the other types. But I 
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can’t say that it was reflected in his estimates that are in this book. 

Now since this information was compiled last fall, we have, as I 
believe you know, Mr. Nelson, issued a directive prescribing that there 
will be increased use of portland cement concrete, not only on the 
permanent bases but on the semipermanent bases. 

But I don’t think the provisions of that directive, dated January 8, 
1954 are reflected in these unit prices for payment in this book. 

Mr. Netson. I understand chat, General. The thing that bothers 
me is how do you make your estimate per square yard? Do you take 
the estimated cost for bituminous concrete and the estimated cost for 
portland cement, add the two and divide them by two and put your 
cost per square yard in there? 

How do you arrive at the estimate of cost ? 

General WasHsourne. Mr. Chairman, if the line item pertains to 
apron—— 

Mr. Netson. I understand that. I am talking about runaways. 

General Wasunourne. If the line item—— 

Mr. Netson. You have prescribed that pavements shall be made of 
portland cement. 

General WasHeourNne. Yes. On these runways where we have say 
a couple of hundred thousand square yards of runway, the district 
engineer probably estimated this program on the basis of heavy duty 
pavement. My guess is that he took the previous cost of $12 a yard, 
or perhaps less or more in accordance with his present experience at 
the station, and multiplied it out after a preliminary survey of the 
ground it was going on. 

I doubt, Mr. Nelson, if there is a refined difference as to the yardage 
that would be asphalt or the yardage that would be concrete in that 
length of runway. 

Mr. Netson. What I don’t understand is: in an area where there is 
substantial difference in price, how is it reflected ? 

General WasuBourne. I am afraid it isn’t reflected in this au- 
thorizing estimate, Mr. Nelson. 

Mr. Nexson, You are not taking the price for previous heavy duty 
ea whether it was portland cement or bituminous concrete, 

uilt in that area and are using that price ¢ 

General Wasnpourne. I appreciate the problem you raise Mr. Nel- 
son, but I would have to say again that I don’t believe that these esti- 
mates here are reflecting the difference in the two types of pavement 
cost. I think that they take the standard price for heavy duty pave- 
ment and adjust it in accordance with local conditions. 

Whether those adjustments include a measure of how much will 
be blacktop, probably will be bid blacktop and how much will be con- 
crete, I just doubt. 

Mr. Netson. Yes, but they take the standard price for what kind of 
heavy duty pavement ? 

General WasHerourne. I don’t believe I understood your question. 

Mr. Nexson. You say they take the standard price for heavy duty 
pavement 

General Wasnrourne. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Netson. Well, what kind of heavy duty pavement ? 

General Wasnnournre. Either kind, Mr. Nelson. In the program 
up to now in the Air Force, we have been using this figure of $12 a 


4244 


square yard for heavy duty pavement and there has not been a ma- 
terial difference in the program as to whether it was asphalt or 
concrete. 

Now I would like to improve our position in the next program by 

applying our 1954 criteria to the projects and making a nicer difference 
on the estimate between what will be concrete and what would be 
Dlacktop. But I don’t believe it has been done in this estimate here- 
tofore. 
_ Mr. Netson. Then your answer to my question, as I understand it, 
General Washbourne, is that except in those localities where you know 
the price will exceed the air force standard of $12 per square yard, 
you take $12 per square yard as your estimate? 

General WaAsusourne. No, sir, that is not true. Therefore many 
bases here where the cost of heavy duty pavement is listed at below 
$12, $10, $9, whatever it happens to be. Those are local estimates that 
we have accepted on the basis of the preliminary surveys. They may 
not turn out to be good, but they do represent an attempt to engineer 
the job. I have to tell the committee that those attempts are not as 
widespread as we would like and we hope to improve as we go. 

Mr. Netson. But your estimate for next year, then, will be based 
upon the actual 1954 experience of the Air Force with regard to heavy 
duty pavement ? 

reneral WasHpourne. As best we can. We have instituted a sys- 
tem of project planning reports before the projects get in the construc- 
tion program and those project planning reports give more and better 
information than we have had in putting this program together. 

They certainly ought to reflect our experience. 

The Mr. Bray. 

Mr. Bray. Mr. Chairman, I don’t want to continue this unduly 
long. Now how come you build it up there in those peat bogs? I am 
familiar with that country. Peat may exist in some places, but it is 
not general there. It seems to me unconsciencable in comparison with 
what you usually pay for concrete for this payement. 

General Wasnnourne. Quite true. This figure of I believe $28 here 
at Duluth for pavement. 

Mr. Bray. It is high. I have never made any survey of that coun- 
try, but I do not—I Enow it is not general in that country, peat. 

General Wasneourne. Do you have any answer to Mr. Bray’s ques- 
tion on this peat bog? [Aside to associate. | 

Mr. Bray, I personally have not visited Duluth but we know this 
peat bog condition has been encountered. Some of the early construc- 
tion there was based on existing facilities and the cost of expanding 
those was high, but not unusual. But in this construction here, where 
we are going out and expanding the apron, my guess is that we have 
be 843 up all the easy places and that this is expansion in the difficult 

aces. 

a Mr. Cunntneuam. General, you are going 8 miles northwest of 
Duluth. That is, 8 miles away from the lake. I have also been in 
that country and spent some time there. I just can’t imagine any 
peat bog there. 

General Wasnpourne. I can only take the reports that we have 
from the field, Mr. Cunningham, as to the effect of the extent of diffi- 
eult construction conditions at Duluth. 
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Mr. Cunnincuam. Well, let’s assume that you are building it on 
peat bogs. Do you go down and cut clear through it and go to hard- 
pan, or how do you do it? 

General WasunourNne. Well, I would say “Yes” just on the general 
case. You would have to cut out as much of that material as necessary 
to get a firm base. 

‘he CuarrMan. Of course it is a big discrepancy. Burlington, Vt., 
there is $7.50 a yard and $28 at Duluth. 

General WasHsourne. There certainly is; yes, sir. 

Mr. Cunnrncuam. You see when you get 8 miles northwest of Du- 
luth, you are approaching the edge of the iron range, and instead of 
getting into peat bogs you get into the iron country. 

The Cuamrman. Of course you will pay only what you have to pay ‘ 

General WasuBourNe. Yes, sir. The price will be determined by 
competitive bidding. That is what the final answer will be. 

The CuamrMan,. Do you want to accept it or reject it? 

Mr. Gavin. Why not accept it and then permit the general to give 
us a report on it later on? 

The Cuarrman. I think 

General WasHrourne. Mr. Chairman, we have an experience there 
of paying $25 a yard for pavement that has been put in at Duluth. 
We have encountered that cost already. 

The CuHarrmMan. Well of course we know, all of us, that it is a pretty 
strategic spot, Duluth, where there are iron ores brought off the Mesabi 
Range and it certainly needs protection, up on that Lake Superior 
region. Without objection, Duluth is approved. 

r. Gavin. Mr. Chairman, I think the General can make a little 
investigation and come back later. It is an interesting question. He 
can give us some sort of a report. 

The CHarrman. A more detailed report—— 

Mr. Gavin. On the pavement at Duluth. 

The Cyaan. Yes. 

Mr. Gavin. Yes. 

General WasHsournr. The next base, Mr. Chairman—— 

The CHarrman. Yes. 

yeneral Wasupourne. Ent Air Force Base. 

The Cuarrman. Ent Air Force Base, Colorado Springs. 

General WasHpourne. We are asking $406,000 for additional facil- 
ities there; the major item is the construction of a gymnasium and 
$106,000 for addition of airmen’s barracks spaces. 

In line item 6, Mr. Chairman, the land to be bought is shown as 
51 acres, for $93,000. 

Recently the local interests have indicated that they were in a posi- 
tion to donate 11 of those acres to the Air Force. So this authorization 
may be reduced to 40 acres. 

Mr. Ketiener. Don’t you have buildings on that land now, and the 
land is leased, is that correct, General ? 

General Wasneournr. Yes. Those barracks were put up on the 11 
acres under the lease status that it has had up to now. 

The Cuarrman. Without objection, Ent Air Force Base is approved. 

Fargo, N. Dak. 

_ General WasHpourne. It is on page 30 of the bill and on page 149 
of the program, Mr. Chairman. 
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We seek to place investment of about $7 million in the Fargo area 
for the accommodation of an operational mission. 

The Cuarrman. This is new, isn’t it? 

General Wasnpourne. This is a new base in the Air Force program, 

es, sir. 
The Cuairman. That is right. But it is very important, a link 
in your chain across the northern part of the United States. 

General WasHeourne. This is an area designation, Mr. Chairman. 
The primary feature of this program is $1,747,000 for the pavements. 
We have other facilities—maintenance facilities, troop housing, util- 
ities, real estate, medical, and storage—the usual facilities necessary to 
put in a base for minimum operations. 

Mr. Ketiener. One question, Mr. Chairman. 

The Cuarrman. I notice you pay $11 a yard at Fargo. So I think 
you should bring a little more detailed information on that Duluth 
runway. 

General WasHpourne. Very well, sir. 

The Crarrman. At $28. 

General WasHsourne. Be glad to. 

The Cuatrman. Mr. Kelleher. 

Mr. Keviener. General, at Fargo and some of the other new bases 

our land acquisition doesn’t contemplate the purchase of the field 
itself, or an area for a field, as I understand these figures. 

General Wasnsourne. That is correct, it does not. 

Mr. KetieHer. Supposing now you don’t have land donated, where 
will you get your authority to acquire a new area to build your field? 

General Wasusourne. Well, if the land is not donated we won’t 
— specific authority to acquire it. Certainly there is no authority 
to buy it. 

However, the committee’s endorsement of this construction program 
here is expected to embody the permission to lease an airport under 
this authority. 

Mr. Ketiener. I am thinking of a brandnew area where there is 
no airport at all and you go in there. Each of these items in here, 
the 4 or 5 that are under “K,” are each for a particular thing at a base 
contemplating that the land is donated or the base exists. Wouldn’t 
you be in trouble if you had to buy, we will say, a thousand acres for 
the base itself? You would have no authority for it. 

General Wasupourne. That is correct, we wouldn’t have any au- 
thority to proceed and we wouldn’t have a base. 

Mr. Ketiener. It might delay you for a year. 

Mr. DurHam. What is the use of giving you authority for the other, 
then ? 

General Wasneourne. It is our expectation, Mr. Durham, that we 
can make an arrangement with the local people to locate the base on 
an existing airport. 

Mr. Duruam. Mr. Chairman, I would have to object to this one at 
this time. 

Mr. Ketiener. Wouldn’t you want to add an authority here just in 
case you ran into that situation ? 

General One second. 

Mr. Durnam. They are asking for $7 million worth of facilities and 
they haven’t a place to put it on. — : 

Mr. Benner. A strategic location. 
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Mr. Durnam. It is not good business. That is what I am objecting 
to. 
The Cuatrman. All right, we will pass Fargo by. 

We have to have a little more definite information. It is one of 
the most important spots, I know that. 

General Wasupourne. Mr. Chairman, it is very important. And 
our intention is to locate this facility on an existing airport within 
the Fargo area. 

The Cuarrman. We don’t care what your intention is. We want 
to know whether or not you made surveys or whether you have made 
a contract or whether you have an agreement. If you are just going 
to submit the program here built upon a tenuous hope that some 
municipal airfield will be given you, we can’t legislate on that. 

General Wasupourne. I appreciate that, Mr. Chairman. 

We have made several surveys of fields in this area. We have pro- 
yen from the local people that are perfectly acceptable to the Air 

orce and which would 

The CHarrMan. Now, that is what we want to know. 

General Wasunourne. Yes, sir; which would result in a lease, on 
completely agreeable terms. 

The Cyaan. Is that definite? 

You have made that definite arrangement? 

Coloneld Ropennavser. We have signed no agreement as yet, Mr. 
Chairman, with the local people because they haven’t gotten their 
final resolutions in to us yet. At Fargo we have the promise of the 
use of the Fargo municipal airport there, sir. 

The Cuatrman. On what terms? 

Colonel Ropenuauser. They are granting us the use of it, at nomi- 
nal fee. Do you know how much that is? A dollar a year, I under- 
stand. 

The Cuarrman. All right. 

Colonel Ropennavser. But we have no written paper from them 
yet. So we are hesitant to say to you that we have an agreement 
Dt by the city because we don’t have one. But we have a promise 
of it. 

P, KetieHer. But you are reasonably sure you are going to get 
it 

Colonel Ropenr.auser. That is right. 

Mr. Duruam. I think there is plenty of time to get that assurance. 

Mr. Devereux. Certainly they wouldn’t proceed until they do get 
that assurance. 

Colonel Ropennavser. No; we can’t start construction until, of 
course, we havethat. But if we don’t get it in this bill, Mr. Chairman, 
we will delay a whole year. 

The Cuatrman, You are delaying a vital link in the chain of de- 
fense, Mr. Durham. 

Mr. Krpay. Better keep them uncertain until you get that contract. 

Colonel Ropennavser. That was one of the reasons for putting the 
area designation in. 

Mr. Durnam. You go ahead and endorse this and you don’t know 
where you are. 

Mr. Brooxs. Send them a wire that it is being held up until the 
contract gets down. 
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Mr. Durnam. You can work it out in a week or 10 days? 

General WasHsourne. Without congressional authority, we couldn't 
get the deal completed with the local people. 

Mr. Durnam. It will be 30 days before we get this bill to the floor 
of the House. 

The CuairMan. It is rather hard for us to approve it. 

Mr. Durnam. We have never done that, Mr. Chairman, to endorse 
a thing here with no land to put it on. 

I never heard of such thing. We have never done that before. 

General Wasurourne. We will have the same situation on some of 
these other bases as we go along. 

Mr. Norsiap. Won't you know in a period of 2 or 3 weeks up at 
Fargo what the situation is? 

General Wasnnourne. I didn’t understand. 

Mr. Norsiap. Wouldn’t you know within 2 or 3 weeks what the 
situation is up there? Our recess is coming up for 10 days. I don’t 
imagine we will finish this until early May, I should judge. 

The Cuamman. That is right. 

General WAsHvourne. We will certainly know that within 2 or 3 
weeks. In fact, we know it now. But the problem is we can’t close 
an arrangement with the local people to lease their airport and 
convert it to military use without congressional approval. 

Mr, Ketieuer. In other words, you need this in order to sign the 
agreement ? 

General Wasupourne. That is the way we look at it, Mr. Chairman. 

Mr. Kitpay. You could get a proposal from them, couldn’t you? 

General Wasupournr. We do have the proposals. 

Mr. Durwam. General, we never adopted such a policy as that. 
Don’t you agree that would be bad policy for this committee to adopt ! 

T am not talking about you specifically, but if we adopt such a 
policy we have to apply it to the Navy and Army and Marine 

orps. 

Cctv Wasneourne. Yes, sir. It is our understanding, Mr. 
Durham, that the military construction may not go on facilities 
unless they are owned by the Government or leased by the Govern- 
ment at favorable terms. 

Mr. Durnam. When did you know that you were going to put this 
here? How long have you had this?’ Six months or two months or 
three months? 

Colonel Ropennavuser. No, sir. It was in December, sir, that we 
were informed that the Air Force had a chance of becoming 137 
wings. This is 1 of the new bases in the 10 new wings, 10 new wing 
structure. 

We were not permitted to make public release or public overtures 
until the sindiak ties ition of the 137-wing Air Force was made 
by the President. at did not occur until some time after the 
first of the year, as you are aware. It was after that time that we 
were then permitted to go out and negotiate in the field for sites. 

In the meantime the program of course had to continue its reviews 
through the various echelons of the Department of Defense and the 
Bureau of the Budget. As a result, these things culminated at just 
about the time we were coming over here now and that is the reason it 
appears that way. 
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Mr. Durnam. If we authorize today, you wouldn't get on this field 
for the next 2 years, under the present plan of your wings, the way you 
have been building up. 

Colonel Ropen uauser. This is a one squadron operation, sir. This 
is only a part of a wing in this station. 

Mr. Duruam. Then you will have to move it from somewhere else if 
you do that. 

Colonel Ropennauser. No, sir. 

General Wasunourne. I would have to predict this construction 
here, which involves aprons and taxiways, could be put in on the exist- 
ing facilities at Fargo in a very short time under what you might call 
emergency conditions. 

Mr. Duruam. It is the coldest place in the United States. 

Mr. Kauiener. Didn't we approve a base on the same basis in 
Public Law 534? I think it was Charlotte County Airport, at Punta 
Gorda, Fla. 

Colonel Ropenuauser. That is right. 

Mr. Ketitener. Didn’t we approve it on the same basis that the 
committee might approve this one now ? 

General Wasupourne. It was approved. I am not sure the condi- 
tions were identical, Mr. Kelleher. 

‘Mr. Ketiener. I don’t think they were identical. But I don’t think 
you had a firm agreement with them at the time you were before the 
committee. 

General WasnpourNne. I believe that is correct. 

The Cuarrman. Mr. Wilson. 

Mr. Witson. Isn’t it true that it will be several months before this 
bill becomes a law, and wouldn’t it be possible for the Air Force to get 
an option from the city on the lease of that airport? 

General Wasupourne. It will be possible, but there is no question 
that between now and the time this bill becomes an approved law that 
we can get the lease all racked up with the local people There is no 
question at all about that. 

The Carman. If, of any of these new bases, anyone should try to 
hold you up and gouge you—have you had that experience with certain 
localities or cities in different sections of the country? If they try to 
hold you up or are unreasonable, you just don’t have to close the deal. 

General WasneourNeE. We do not have to, that is right. If the con- 
ditions are not acceptable, we would not pick this site. 

Mr. Bennerr. How long a lease would you get? 

General WasHpBourNe. We have a requirement for a 25-year mini- 
mum period lease, with option of renewal. 

The CuarrMan. Mr. Cunningham. 

Mr. CunnrncHAm. Mr. Chairman, on the face of this page here it 
would appear that they are being gouged. How far is this from this 
town of Fargo? 

General Wasupourne. It is right in the town, I think. 

Mr. CunNiINGHAM. It says in the Fargo area. 

General WasHpourNe. The municipal airport at Fargo is practically 
in the edge of town, Mr. Chairman. 

Mr. CunntncuHam. Maybe that justifies a thousand dollars for a 
quarter of an acre, I don’t know, but that is what it shows here. 

Mr. Keiiener. They want you in, don’t they. 
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General Wasunourne. The community at Fargo would like to lease 
their airport to the military for joint use. 

The Cuarrman. Well, I am getting an awful lot of advice here. 

Mr. Cunninouam. I am through, Mr. Chairman. 

Mr. Kitpay. May I advise you? 

The CHairman. Yes. 

Mr. Kitpay. What we do right now wouldn’t be final. Why don’t 
we move on. 

The Cuarrman. All right, we will pass it by for the time being. 

Gieger Field, Spokane. That is on page 30 of the bill and on page 
154 of the Air Fores program. $296,000 for three categories of 
operational facilities, added to Geiger Field. 

No increase in authorization. 

Mr. Norsiap. Isn’t that a permanent station there? Hasn’t it been 
there for years, at Geiger ? 

Oa Wasueourne. It was occupied in the early part of World 

ar Il. 

Mr. Norsiap. Large facilities there. Why do you have a 10-year 
type of construction on that particular base? 

General Wasnnourne. It is not a permanent base. That has been 
reoccupied since the Korean hostilities. 

Mr. Norsiap. Was there another base in the Spokane area I have 
in mind then? 

General Wasueourne. The base at Fairchild is just a little ways 
west of here. 

Mr. Noreiap. Possibly that is it. 

The Cuamrman. Without objection, Geiger is approved. 

Glasgow Airport, Miles City, Mont. 

Mr. Durnam. No land to put it on. We should pass that one over, 
too, 

( Wasupourne. This program is for $8,391,000 of operational 
acilities, 

Mr. Chairman, this nomenclature in the bill is wrong. It should 
read Glasgow-Miles City area. That is an area location and we have 
not got a final agreement with either one of those communties, Miles 
City or Glasgow, with respect to locating this operation on existing 
airfield. 

Mr. Norswiap. Is there a necessity of putting this base in addition to 
the «Wiad good facilities that you have at Great Falls at the present 
time 

Couldn’t you operate off of Great Falls? 

General Wasnnourne. Yes. This is an area requirement that 
rr onenationy staff described as being necessary for this mission to 

the gaps 

Mr. Robub ab, They couldn’t be operated out of Great Falls? 

General Wasupourne. No, sir. 

Mr. Noretap. In existing facilities? 

General Wasupourne. They can’t. There is a geographical space 
there that has been, has to be filled with this base. 

Mr. Norsiap. Great Falls to my knowledge doesn’t seem to be so 
terribly busy so you couldn’t put another activity in there. 

General WasnBourne. Yes, sir, it is being used to complete capacity 
with other things. 

The Cuarrman. This is similar to Traverse City. — - 
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General Wasupourne. This one here, yes, sir. 

Mr. DurnaM, Similar to Fargo, too. We have no land to put it on. 

Mr. Brooks. I move we pass it by, Mr. Chairman, for the time 
being. 

The Cuarrman. All right, we will pass it by. 

Grandview Air Force Base, Kansas City. 

General Wasnnourne. Page 30 of the bill, Mr. Chairman. 

We seek to add approximately $114 million of additional facilities 
at Grandview. No additional authorization. 

About one-third of the sum is for the operational building for the 
aircraft control and warning functions and $563,000 for five personnel 
facilities. 

The Cuatmrman. Off the record. 

(Discussion off the record.) 

Mr. CuNNANGHAM, Let’s approve it. 

The Cuarrman. All right, Grandview, without objection, is ap- 
proved. There is no additional authority asked for it. 

Mr. Smart. May I ask a question, Mr. Chairman? 

The Yes. 

Mr. Smarr. When this base was authorized, I understood that it was 
to +a headquarters for the Continental Air Command, is that 
right ? 

cecal Wasnpourne. I believe that is correct, Mr. Chairman, that 
the headquarters of the Continental Air Command was authorized to 
be located here and a building was authorized to accommodate it. 

Mr. Smarr. Well, are they there? 

General Wasupourne. No, sir; they are not. The headquarters of 
the Continental Air Command is still in the improvised facilities at 
Mitchel Air Force Base in New York. 

Mr. Smart. Is the plan still firm to move it there ? 

General WasupourNne. We have not asked for funding to build a 
new headquarters building at Grandview. I would say that the plan- 
ning is to leave the Continental Air Command in its present location 
at least for the time being. 

The Cuarrman. Mr. Kelleher, you have some questions? 

Mr. Ketiener. Yes. General, with respect to Grandview, would 
ou give the committee a little testimony on the item designated as 
‘Hazard removal”? As I recall “hazard,” there constitutes quite a 

danger to our fliers. 

Would you also refer to the item “Personnel facilities”? I under- 
stand there are none there now for the boys stationed at that base. 

Colonel Ropennauser. The hazard removal at Grandview is the 
removal and reinstallation underground of 10,000 linear feet of power 
and communication lines and trees which project into the glide path 
of the runway at Grandview. 

Mr. Keviener. It constitutes a great danger at this time? 

Colonel Ropennavser. It is a flight hazard, that is right; a safety 
hazard. 

The CHarrMan. We already have invested there how much? How 
much have we actually spent at Grandview / 

General WasHBouRNE. Any the full amount of the cur- 
rent construction program, Mr. Chairman, about $15 million. 

Mr. Brooks. We had better keep it. 

The Cuatrman. Well, without objection, Grandview is approved. 
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Greater Pittsburgh Airport. 

General Wasuzourne. Page 30 of the bill, Greater Pittsburgh Air- 
port, involving $245,000 for 6 categories of additional operational fa- 
cilities, one of which is a 7,000-square-foot combined-purpose recrea- 
tional facility. 

The Cuarrman. A very fine airport. 

General Wasnsourne. No additional authorization is required. 

The Cuamman. Without objection, Greater Pittsburgh is approved. 

The next is Hamilton Air Force Base. 

General WasnpourNe. Page 31 of the bill, Mr. Chairman. That is 
for approximately $1 million worth of additional operational facili- 
a in 5 categories. No additional authorization is requested in this 
vill. 

The CuatrMan. And $1,042,000? 

General WasnpourNe. That is correct. 

The Cuamman. Contemplated be spent. 

Without objection, Hamilton is approved. 

General WasHpourne. Kinross Air Force Base, Sault St. Marie, 
on page 31 of the bill, Mr. Chairman, and it is on page 172 of the 
boo 


The investment there will be to add $1,013,000 in 6 categories of 
operational facilities. The major item is perhaps the 3 miles of rail- 
road trackage for $285,000, 

Mr. Norsiap. You have this K. I. Sawyer out of place in the book. 

General WasHpourne. Yes, sir; we have alphabetically the K. I. 
Sawyer Airport ahead of Kinross. It should be the other way. 

Page 172. 

Mr. Brooxs. I move we approve that. 

The Cuarrman, All right. 

Mr. Norstap. Page 171, Mr. Chairman. 

The Cuarrman. Yes. We own all the acres there, don’t we—no. 

General Wasupourne. No. 

Mr. 3,000 leased. 

General Wasusourne. About half leased, I believe, Mr. Chairman. 

The Cnamman. Yes, half of it. 

Mr. Keiiener. That protects the locks, doesn’t it; in that area, 
Sault Ste. Marie locks? 

General Wasusourne. Yes. That is in the vicinity of the Sault 
Locks. 

The Cuatrman. Yes. 100 million tons of iron ore go through there 
a year. 

Without objection, Kinross is approved. 

General WasHeourne. The next base, Mr. Chairman, is Klamath 
Falls Airport. It is on page 31 of the bill and 174 of the line item 
program. 

Mr. Without objection. 

General WasHsourne. This is the establishmentof a fighter inter- 
ceptor mission that has not previously been in the Air Force program. 

As estimate of $4,133,000 is to move in and expand existing facilities 
at a municipal airport which is also used to some extent by Navy at 
the present. 

The Caamrman. What about item “K,” category “K,” the real estate 
facilities? I notice “resettlement charge” there. 

Mr. Dunnam. The same status as the other. 
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The Cuamman. Page 175 in our book. 

Colonel Rooennavser. The resettlement charge, Mr. Chairman, is 
to move some of the Bureau of Reclamation people who are now oc- 
cupying a portion of the base which we need for our operation. De- 
partment of Interior people, Bureau of Reclamation. 

Mr. Kewiener. Their buildings are worth about a million dollars, 
T understand. 

Colonel Ropennavser. That is right, and for this amount, I think it 
is around 300,000, isn’t it—— 

The CHarmman. 358, 

Mr. Ketrever. You will use their buildings? 

Colonel Ropennavser. We will use their buildings. 

Mr. Ketirner. And replace them with some other buildings at 
another place? 

Colonel Ropennavuser. Right. 

Mr. Durnam. Have you a place to put on it here? You don’t show 
any land. 

Colonel Ropennavser. This is an existing airport, sir, and presently 
has a Navy unit aboard, and we propose to move in there as well; 
there has been no difficulty in making that arrangement to date, sir. 

Mr. Durnam. It just hasn’t been completed ? 

Colonel Ropennavser. It hasn’t been completely finalized, but we 
have made up our minds that this is one location on which we defi- 
nitely are going to be located ; yes, sir. 

Mr. Bares. Are these new buildings going to be built on Govern- 
ment land, on the resettlement ? 

General WasHrourne. No, sir. They will be built on the leased 
land, the part of the airport under the lease. 
uaa Cuarrman. What kind of an agreement do you have with 
them 

General Wasnpourne. Do you have that? 

Colonel Price. The city has offered a lease for a dollar a year for 
25 years, renewable for another 25. 

he Cuatrman. We will now have Congressman Sam Coon’s state- 
ment. 

Mr. Chairman, I wish to say a few words in support of the item 
of $4,133,000 for reactivation of the airbase at Klamath Falls, Oreg. 

The first and most important consideration of the Air Force in 
picking Klamath Falls as a site for a new airbase is, as I understand 
it, the geographic location. I am told that a base in this general area 
is needed to fill a gap between Portland, Oreg., and San Francisco, 
Calif., for the interception of any potential attack. As can be seen 
from a map, the Klamath location is midway between these two cities, 
and therefore fulfills this essential military requirement. 

A second consideration, I believe, is flying conditions. Located 
as it is to the east of the Cascade Mountains, Klamath Falls is free 
of most of the rain and fog of the coastal areas, and would for this 
reason be safe and efficient as a base from which to operate. 

A third consideration of great importance is the economy that is 
possible through the use of the Klamath Falls location. This field 
was used as a Navy airbase during the Second World War, and-I 
understand that the existing facilities will mean a saving of approxi- 
mately $10 million from the cost of setting up an entire new base. 
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Mr. Russell Avery, the manager of the airport, has advised me that 
the facilities include a large hangar, a 400-by-3,000-foot pas 4 3 
paved, completely lighted runways, 2 of around 5,000 feet, and a third 
of over 7,000 feet; control and communications facilities; gasoline 
storage tanks; water, power, and sewage facilities; and the necessary 
areas for new construction. 

I know that the military people are better qualified than I am to 
give you further details on the advantages in location, weather, and 
economy of the Klamath Falls site. But two remaining points are 
of great importance to the morale and operating efficiency of the 
personnel at this proposed air base, and I would like to discuss these. 

The points that increase even further the potential value of Klamath 
Falls as a location far an Air Force base are the friendly and coop- 
erative attitude of the people of that. area, and the abundant recrea- 
tion in the region. 

The leaders of the community in Klamath Falls have been interested 
for several years in bringing a defense installation to their city. 
According to Mr. R. Frank Tucker, the manager of the chamber of 
of commerce, it was in 1951 that the mayor of the city, the chairman 
of the airport commission and the chamber began work in an effort 
to find a military use for the facilities located there. 

An extensive and detailed brief was prepared and presented to Air 
Force officials, and since that time I understand that the Klamath 
Falls people have remained in frequent touch with the Pentagon. I 
might say also that their seamen in this, as in other matters, has 
been at a high level. Their approach has been to find a use for the 
field that would be sound and necessary from the standpoint of na- 
tional defense. 

1 think this long-continued and intelligent interest in a new facilit 
is a strong indication that the personnel of the base will be well- 
received and hospitably treated by the people of this community. 

I have on hand a letter from Mr. Paul O. Landry, the present mayor 
of Klamath Falls, and he, too, emphasizes the fact that the city is 
desirous of having the Air Force personnel there, and interested in 
making arrangements for their accommodation and acceptance into 
the community. In addition, I have a copy of a resolution of the 
Common Council of the City of Klamath Fails, stating it is the desire 
of the government of the city to have the air base, and their intention 
to cooperate with the Air Force in setting it up. 

I have also been on touch with Mr. Frank Jenkins, the publisher of 
the paper in Klamath Falls, and he, too, assures me of the interest 
of the people there in this base. 

The excellent recreational advantages of the Klamath Falls area 
will also mean a great deal to military personnel stationed there. 
Klamath Falls is located close to numerous resorts and fishing streams 
in the Cascade Mountains. Ducks and geese are plentiful for hunt- 
ing. The various lakes offer opportunities for boating. The city has 
10 or 12 parks, and is now building a heated swimming pool. 

Because of the military need, therefore, the flying conditions, the 
opportunity for saving money, the friendly and cooperative attitude 
of the people, and the recreational advantages, I believe that the plac- 
ing of an air base in Klamath Falls will be a wise investment, and I 
wish to give my full support to this item in the military public works 
authorization bill. 
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The Cuamman. Fine. 

Without objection, Klamath Falls is approved. K. I. Sawyer, next. 

General Wasusourne. The next base is on page 31 of the bill, Mr. 
Chairman, and is page 168 of the line item book. 

The Cuarrman. Yes. 

General WasHpourNE. 167, excuse me. 

At K. I. Sawyer Airport, which is at Marquette, Mich., we seek to 
have authorized approximately $8,500,000 worth of facilities to 
accommodate the mission being established at that airport. 

The Cuarrman. This is similar to Fargo and Glasgow. 

General Wasupourne. Except as to the location. This is the defi- 
nite location, on an airport where the local interests have presented us 
with very favorable terms and we know exactly where we want to be. 

Mr. Bares. General, you have a 4-strand barbed-wire fence there 
for $1 a foot. Do I remember seeing a 3-strand for 50 cents a foot 
yesterday ¢ 

General Wasuzourne. Yes, sir. The usual price in the book here 
is 50 cents a foot for a wire fence. 

Mr. Bares. Now we are up to a dollar on this one. 

General WasHsourne. Yes, sir. I don’t know the reason. This is 
4-strand instead of the usual 3, but I don’t know the reason why it is 
estimated at $1 in this particular place. 

Mr. Bares. Well, that was the question. 

General WasHeourne. I don’t know the answer. 

Mr. Duruam. Mr. Chairman. 

The Cuairman. Yes. 

Mr. Duruam. I withdrew my objection to this one. But if these 
titles are not complete by the time this bill gets to the floor of the 
House I am going to object to all of it, where the arrangements haven't 
been completed finally. 

Because I don’t believe it is good policy to go ahead here and en- 
dorse something without having complete knowledge of how much 
land is ash ae and how much we are going to acquire and where we 
are getting it from and what kind of a lease we have, what kind of a 
price we have on it. 

Mr. Norsiap. Can you complete such arrangements prior to the 
time we give approval? 

General WasuBourne. Yes, we can, in nearly every case we know of. 

Mr. Norsiap. I mean is our approval necessary first before the city 
will enter into a lease? 

General WasHsourne. That was the way we have been approaching 
this. We didn’t want to make a final contract with local communities 
on their part without having congressional approval on our part. 

Mr. Bares. To doso would be very presumptuous on your part. 

The CuarrmMan. You are on a spot. 

Mr. Bares. If you went. out ah did all of that kind of thing and 


then came up and said, “Look, this is what we have done, now you 
fellows have to give us the authorization,” we wouldn’t like that, 
would we? 

Mr. Kitpay. We would raise the roof. 

General Wasnnourne. I would expect you to have an objection ta 
that procedure on our part, yes, sir. 
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Mr. Bares. Mr. Chairman, I think at this stage of the game they 
have gone far enough. They have later to go through the Appro- 
priations Committee. They have to come through Mr. Cunningham’s 
subcommittee on the acquisition of that land. 

Mr. Brooks. Mr. Chairman, I think he is right, too, because in 
many places, the localities have made the plans to build the housing. 
No doubt, in Monroe, La., where they plan to put a base the peo le 
raised $300,000 by popular subscription in anticipation of betowal by 
Congress, of the base. 

And then they spent the money and there is no base there because 
Congress didn’t approve it. You have to look at the matter both ways. 
Those local people have some rights. You can’t put them on binding 
obligation and then reserve the right to withdraw yours. 

The Cuarrman. Is there any objection to K. I. Sawyer? 

(No response.) 

The Cuarrman. If there is no objection, it is approved. 

General Wasnrourne. The next base, Mr. Chairman, is McChord 
Air Force Base, on page 32 of the bill, and the line items are on page 
178 of the Air Force program. 

The investment there is approximately $1,600,000 for 10 categories 
of additional operational facilities. 

Mr. Smart. All previously authorized. 

The Crareman. All included in the authorization. 

General Wasupourne. Yes, sir, all included within existing author- 
ization. 

The Cuairman. Without objection, McChord is approved. 

General WasHpourne. The next base, Mr. Chairman, is McGhee- 
Tyson Airport, page 32 of the bill and page 181 of the Air Force 
program. 

One hundred ninety-five thousand dollars for 4 categories of facil- 
ities, a large proportion of which is for 2 personnel facilities, a possible 
exchange sales store, and a multipurpose recreational building. 

Mr. Durnam. Is that the Municipal Airport there at Knoxville? 
PR coer: Wasneourne. Yes, sir, that is the Knoxville Municipal 

irport. 

The CHarrMaNn. It is a good, big airport, as I recall. 

General WasHBournr. Yes, sir McGhee-Tyson is the Municipal 
Airport. 

he CHarrMan. Yes. 

General WAsHrovurne. The commercial operations are on one side of 
the field, and the miltiary operations are on the other. 

Mr. Durnam. You have to spend $7 million there, $8 million. 

Mr. Bennerr. Mr. Chairman, may I ask a question ? 

The Crarrman. Yes. 

Mr. Bennett. The question I have running through my mind is 
this: Is it the general policy of the Air Force to acquire these lands, 
these additional lands upon which millions of dollars are going to be 
spent through lease or is the general policy to acquire the fee ? 

Mr. Norsiap. Both. 

General WasnBourne. You want to answer that? 

Colonel Price. Mr. Bennett, the acquisition of additional incre- 
ments of land adjacent to a municipal airport for such purposes is 
normally in fee title; however, if the proposed construction is on the 
existing airport, it frequently develops that the communities are re- 
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luctant to pass title to what they consider as their airport, but are 
most willing to give us a long-term lease on the property and usually 
at a nominal consideration. 

The policy, therefore, has been, under such circumstances, to 
put permanent type construction on leased property providing that 
the owner is a governmental entity, and that the lease is for at least 
25 years. 

he CuatrmMan. The lease usually is as long as the life of the 
buildings. 

General WasHpournre. Yes, sir. 

The CHatrman. And of course, if we did get in difficulty, they 
could go in and condemn the thing. 

You have always that safety valve. 

Mr. Durnam. The lease is costing you how much in Knoxville, 
$3,000 a year? 

Mr. Bennett. At least if you condemn it, however, you could take 
into consideration improvements on the land, unless they changed the 
law of condemnation. 

General Wasnnourne. That is right. 

Mr. Bennett. I don’t think you can lease land and erect a $1 million 
building and turn around and condemn the land without consideration 
of the value of the increment through improvement. You have to pay 
for the thing you paid for yourself, if | understand the law of con- 
demnation. That is not much protection. 

General WasHeourne. I think you are right, Mr. Bennett. The 
problem here, of course, is to put some of these activities on leased 
property, municipal airports, many of which are recapturable under 
the disposal legislation, or to go out and build completely new bases 
for all of them. And our solution has been that about half of them 
are located on airports of this character and about half of them are 
on airport bases. 

The CuarrmMan. And most of these municipal airports weleome you. 

General WasHBourneE. Most of them do. 

The Cuarrman. They are very happy to have you come. 

General WasHxourneE. I don’t know of a single one in the program 
where that is not the case. 

The Cuairman. That is right. 

Mr. Bennett. I just want to have the assurance of the Air Force 
that it is making an effort, when it puts out millions of dollars for 
piermanent buildings wherever feasible to get the fee. Are you 
making that effort / 

General Wasupourne. No, I wouldn’t say we are making an effort 
to take over the fee title of these municipal airports, Mr. Bennett, 
in order to build these facilities. We are going on the lease basis as 
a rule. 

Mr. Bennetr. When it is not a municipal airport, do you attempt 
to get the fee ? 

eneral WasnBourne. When it is not a municipal airport, we do 
get the fee. 

The CuarrMan. Yes. 

Mr. Duruam. You have no facilities here to house your personnel 
out there at Knoxville. I notice you have 720 there, airmen, or will 
have. You haven’t a facility in here to put them in. 
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General Wasueourne. Well, Mr. Durham, this installation was 
built in the previous program and the barracks and all of those things 
have already been constructed by the Air Force. This is not a new 
mission at Knoxville. This has been there for about 4 years. 

Mr. Durnam. It isn’t much of a facility there. ere aren’t 
facilities there for 720 men. 

General Wasuvourne. There is much bachelor barracks and faecili- 
ties for the bachelors at McGhee-Tyson up now. 

S Mr. Duruam. There are a few there, but not for 720. I don’t 
now. 

General Wasnsourne. It meets our minimum requirements. There 
are no accommodations for the families. That is quite true. We have 
tive sets of small quarters there for the families and the others have 
to live by rental on the community. 

The Crarrman. Without objection, McGhee-Tyson is approved. 

Minneapolis-St. Paul. 

General WasrBourne. Page 32 of the bill, Mr. Chairman, and pa 
183 of the Air Force book. e are asking about $2,156,000 for addi- 
tional facilities, of which approximately one-half is an expansion of 
- pavements, and most of the balance is in the maintenance facilities 
also, 

Mr. Bares. Without objection. 

The CHarrman. At Minneapolis, at St. Paul $1114 a yard for the 
runways, as compared to $28 at Duluth. 

General WasHpourne. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Devereux. The total acreage is 44? 

Mr. Durnam. 44 acres. 

General Wasupourne. The Government owns 34 acres in this area 
in which we are building and we have 10 under lease from the city. 
Now, the airport itself, of course, comprises several hundred acres. 
That is a part of the joint-use agreement. 

The CuatrmMan. We are getting our money’s worth there, it seems. 

Mr. Durnam. We paid for the airport to start with. 

Colonel Pricr. Mr. Chairman, in this case, the use of the airfield 
is not covered by a lease as it is frequently but by an agreement which 
is at no cost to the Government in itself. 

We do, however, contribute a proportionate share of the cost of 
maintaining the airfield. 

Mr. Norstap. These large municipal airports like Minneapolis- 
St. Paul: as your traffic increases, your commercial traffic increases 
over a period of years, do you think it is wise to go ahead, and put in 
large permanent installations? Aren’t there getting to be conflicts 
between commercial operators and your people who are out there for 
training pu 

Genera ASHBOURNE. We recognize a very great problem, gen- 
eral problem in that particular area, and are studying it constantly. 
Many of the joint use agreements which the Air Force has had with 
municipal airports since before Korea are developing to the point 
where the city would in some instances like for the military to find 
some other solution because of just what you mentioned, the possibility 
that they will have to grow. 

Mr. Norsiap. I can understand at a place like Klamath Falls, Oreg., 
or Fargo, N. Dak., small places, where it works out fine. But Min- 
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rer op and St. Paul: there must be a terrific load of commercial 
trafhie coming through there. 

General Wasunourne. That is a pretty busy airport. We tried to 
cooperate and go along by maintaining our facilities where they 
would not interfere with commercial development. 

Mr. Devereux. How does this tie into the Doolittle’s board report ? 

General Wasnpourne. Yes, sir, that is part of the problem they 
covered in their report. 

Mr. Devereux. You are not concerned about his objection, 

General WasHnournr. Yes, sir, we are very much concerned with 
the problems raised in the Doolittle report. 

The Cuatrman. Without objection, Minneapolis-St. Paul is ap- 
proved. 

Next Nantucket. 

General Wasupourne. That is covered as a standard consolan sta- 
tion, Mr. Chairman. 

The Cuamman. We approved that. 

General Wasupourne. Newcastle County is the next airport, on 
page 32 of the bill and on page 18 of the book. $677,000 for the 7 
categories of additional operating facilities. We have the mission 
in there now. 

The Cuarrman. Nothing additional asked for. Without objection, 
Newcastle is approved. I would like to ask this off the record. 

(Off the record.) 

Niagara Falls. 

General Wasnpourne. Page 33 of the bill, Mr. Chairman, and page 
189 of the book. 

$265,000 for 5 categories of additional operating facilities. 

Mr. Brooks. It has already been approved. 

Mr. Norsiap. Reprogramed. 

The Cuarman. That is a reprogram? 

General WAsupourne. Yes, sir. 

It is to be absorbed within the available unused authorization. 

The Cuarrman. All right. 

O’Hare International Airport, Chicago. 
ee Wasnpourne. Page 33 of the bill, and page 191 of the 

ok. 

Two hundred and twenty-eight thousand dollars for 5 categories 
of additional operating facilities, over 50 percent of which is addi- 
tional fuel storage. 

c mr Norsiab. That is not the large commercial airport at Chicago, 
is 

General Wasneourne. No, sir. 

Midway is the name of the present commercial airport. O’Hare 
is north of Midway. 

Mr. Norsiap. Yes. 

Is it a military or commercial base ? 

General WasHxourne. It is military at the present time. The city 
of Chicago has an interest in it. 

Mr. Norstav. Yes.- Thank you. 

re CuarrMan. What is the possibility of using Chicago-Ham- 
monc¢ 

General WaAsnpovurne. I didn’t understand you. 
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The Cuairman. Why aren’t you going to use the Chicago-Hammond 
Airport / 

Mr. Ketrrupr. In place of this, in place of O'Hare? 

General Wasupourne. The unfavorable operational situation there 
is the main reason why we have not tried to develop it, Mr, Chairman. 

The Cuairman. Just in what respects! Because of congestion ‘ 

General Wasipourne. Yes, sir. 

We have problems in air-traffic space, fog, and smoke, too close 
to the city—several features that don’t encourage us to try to go in 
there and develop it. It is still being considered, but those are 
some of the features that I can name offhand that are involved. 

The Citarrman. And the reason I asked you, General, is because 
I have inquiries about this base, and a former Member of the House, 
in fact, in my State, wrote, saying that friends of his felt that 
Chicago-Hammond was the logical location and was anxious to know 
why the Air Force insisted on O'Hare. 

General WasHpourNe. The committee will remember that last year 
we asked for authority to buy land and start a new military base at 
Plainfield-Joliet. 

The Cnairman. That is right. 

General WasHsBourNne. Which was the alternate site. It was chosen 
over Hammond mainly for operational reasons. 

Mr. Norgiap. Neither O'Hare nor the one you speak of are on the 
main traffic lane, the heavy lane between Chicago, New York, and 
Washington, and I assume the one from Hammond would be? 

General Wasipourne. It is more nearly on saturated airways than 
either one of these are. 

The Caiman. That is right. 

It is really the Ruhr of America, with East Chicago, Hammond, 
Gary. There is much smoke and fog. 

Without objection, O'Hare is approved. 

General WasteourNnr. The next is Otis, Mr. Chairman, page 33 of 
the bill and 193 of the book. 

We ask approximately $2,500,000 to develop operational facilities 
there in 7 categories, approximately one-half of which is for addi- 
tional apron and pavement developments, with $773,000 being pro- 
gramed for 2 multipurpose nose hangars. 

Mr. Durnam. How about your land there? I see you haven’t any. 

General Wasneourne. That is adjacent to Camp Edwards, Mr. 
Durham, and most of the living facilities will be obtained by permit 
from the Army. 

Mr. Durwam. You haven't completed it yet. 

General Wasupsourne. No, sir. 

The CrHarman. Any questions? 

(No response. ) 

The CuarrmMan. The sum for this base is included in former authori- 
zations. 

General WAsupourne. Yes, sir. 

The CuarrMan. Without objection, Otis is approved. 

Oxnard Air Force Base, Calif. 
ins Wasueourne. Page 33 of the bill and 195 of the Air Force 

We are asking authority for approximately $500,000 worth of oper- 
ational facilities in 6 categories. 
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The Cramman. The land is leased. You own half and lease half. 
What kind of a lease is that? 

General Wasnsourne. You take that. 

Colonel Price. Mr. Chairman, the lease in this instance is from the 
county of Ventura, Calif. It is a 10-year lease at $1 per year, and it 
was for the purpose of permitting certain improvements to the com- 
mon areas of the airport. 

The CHatrMan. That is all right. I have been there. 

Without objection, Oxnard is approved. 

General WasHsourne. The next base is Paine Air Force Base, Mr. 
Chairman, on page 34 of the bill and 197 of the Air Force book. 

It will also appear under the Continental Air Command and for 
the Air Defense Mission shown here we are asking for $489,000 to 
improve five categories of operational facilities. 

Mr. Smarr. All within the previous authorizations. 

General WasHpourne®. All included in previous authorizations. 

Mr. Brooxs. I move we approve it, Mr. Chairman. 

The Cuatrman. Without objection, Paine Air Force Base is ap- 
proved, 

General Wasusourne. The next two projects, Mr. Chairman, are 
the Consolan Stations at Pescadero, Calif., and Point Conception, 
Calif., previously described. 

The CuarrmMan. Without objection, both of those are approved. 

General WasnBourne. The next base, Mr. Chairman, is Portland 
International Airport, Portland, Wash. 

Mr. Norstap. Portland, Oreg., sir. 

General Wasupournr. Portland, Oreg., excuse me. It is on page 
34 of the bill and page 203 of the Air Force program. $2,222,000 for 
extension of operational facilities in nine categories. 

Mr. Norsiap. Mr. Chairman. 

The Cuatrman. Yes. 

Mr. Norsiap. I would like a fuller explanation of this, if I may, in 
view of the fact we have had some conflict regarding this particular 
airport. 

(a) I well recall that last year the question came up about using 
the so-called Vanport or West Vanport site, at which time I objected 
and we agreed that would not be used until you people came before 
the committee again. 

Does this include the use of that Vanport site at all? That is the 
nub of my 

General Wasnrourne. This program right here, Mr. Chairman, is 
all for improvements on the operating airfield itself. 

It does not have anything to do with the solution of the ammunition 
storage problem at Vanport. 

Mr. Norstap. And is there any difference of opinion between your- 
selves and the airport commission there in Portland regarding these 
improvements, or is it all agreed upon? 

Mr. Ferry. I think I can answer that, Mr. Chairman. 

Mr. Norsiap. Thank you. 

Mr. Ferry. There is still some disagreement about the question of 


the sewage disposal plant there. All other matters we believe are 
solved. 
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We have fulfilled the obligations that have been put on us by the 
airport commission, except what is to be done to either enlarge or 
replace the sewage disposal plant now serving the civilian airport. 

A study is now being made of the engineering costs of replacement 
and until that is concluded we have not been able to come to a firm 
agreement. 

Mr. Norexiap. I will say, sir, 1 knew nothing about any differences 
of opinion on that. There have been differences of opinion between 
the airport and the Air Force with reference to this location, par- 
ticularly because of crowded conditions and, (a) the prime one 
has been Vanport, which for the record I.might. say Portland is try- 
ing to acquire for a municipal center, the Air Force for an ammuni- 
tion storage depot, and at the present time, the matter has not been 
resolved, and I am still opposed to the use of the Vanport site for an 
ammunition storage operation by the Air Force. 

General Wasupourne. These facilities, here, Mr. Norbald, were 
all laid out very carefully upon a land map which accompanied the 
command submittal and their assurance was that the city was agree- 
ble to that layout. 

Mr. Norpiap. That being the case, Mr. Chairman. 

The Yes. 

Mr. Norsiap. I would like to reserve, Mr. Chairman, if I may, if I 
do have any further correspondence regarding this, the right to take 
it up again before the bill is completed, because I have a pile that deep 
indicating] on this particular project. 

The Cuarman. That is right. 

Mr. Norsiap. The answers given by the general, I might say, are 
satisfactory to me. 

The Cnairman. We will approve it temporarily at least. 

I would like to ask what kind of a lease you have there? It is 404 
acres, I think, and it is all leased. 

Colonel Price. Yes, sir, we have a lease until the year 2000 at $1 
for the entire term. 

The won't be here to quiz you about it. 

Mr. Norsiap. That is one of our troubles in trying to settle this 
thing, is that long-term lease you have out there. 

The Cuatrman, Presque Isle. 

General Wasneourne. Page 34 of the bill and page 206 of the Air 
Force program, $155,000 for three categories of operational items, all 
included in existing authorizations. 

The Cramman. That is quite a jump from Portland, Oreg., to 
Presque Isle, Maine. Without objection, we approve that. 

Southern California area. 

General Wasurournr. That is page 35 of the bill, Mr. Chairman, 
and on page 207 of the Air Force program. 

This is a sum of $4 million being authorized, new authorization, to 
begin the development of an interceptor facility in the Southern 
California area. 

We do not have the specific 

The CuamrMan, This is completely new, isn’t it? 

General Wasnpourne. Yes, sir. We do not have the specific site 
for this identified. 

The CHarrMan. It is in the same category with the others. 
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Mr. Brooks. Of course, General, several years ago this committee 
asked the Defense Department not to place any additional facilities 
in Southern California on account of the lack of water. 

Now, I assume that this is a necessary spot that you can’t ignore? 

General Wasnpourne. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Brooks. Regardless of the water supply. 

General WasuBourne. Well, not regardiess, but it is a small garri- 
son of less than one thousand persons and we do not feel that it causes 
substantial additional trouble about water. 

The CuarrMan. Off the record. 

General Wasupourne. Yes, sir, that is correct. 

That is the purpose of it. 

Mr. Devereux. Is this the place where you are considering possibly 
making arrangement to go into Camp Pendleton? 

General WasusBourne. Yes, sir. We had hoped to get some kind of 
an arrangement with an existing facility in that area. Camp Pendle- 
ton has been mentioned. 

Mr. Devereux. If we give this authorization, will you use that as a 
wedge, then, to go to one of the other services to try and force their 
hand to go along with you? 

General WasHBourNE. No, sir, we don’t do business that way. 

We make our requirements known to the other services and if they 
can accommodate us with respect to a situation like this, I am sure 
they will. 

The Cuarrman. Is the Navy willing to turn over Miramar? 

General Wasupourne. No, sir, I would say they have not agreed to 
putting us in Miramar. 

Mr. Smarr. What are they doing there? 

What is the Navy mission at Miramar ¢ 

Colonel Ropennauser. I don’t know offhand. They have a tacti- 
cal unit in there. I don’t know what unit it is. 

Mr. Smart. Well, on the basis of your surveys, is Miramar large 
enough to accommodate the continuation of the Navy mission and 
also the Air Force mission ¢ 

General Wasnupourne. In the opinion of our survey team, it was, 
yes. 

Mr. Durnam. When are you going to ask for this money for this 
project ¢ 

General Wasnpsourne. We would seek appropriations for this $4 
million in the companion appropriation bill for 1955, Mr. Durham. 

Mr. Duruam. That is, you want to get it before the end of this 
session of Congress; is that correct ? 

Mr. Smarr. Yes, sir. 

General Wasupourne. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Durnam. Mr. Chairman, I will have to object to this. 

How far along are you? 

Have you made any negotiations whatever for the location of this 
base 

General Wasnnourne. Yes, sir; those negotiations are going on 
now with the Navy Department, and the Department of Defense. 

Mr. Brooks. Well, I still have misgivings about this water supply, 
unless you have worked it out. 

Because I do know the committee was very much disturbed. 
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We had to put up, what was it, $30 million to build an aqueduct to 
help bring the water to a base out there. We had to canvass the whole 
water supply in California in order to find out where the water would 
be available. If it isn’t necessary to put this there for strategic 
reasons, and defense reasons, then it would seem to me the Air Force 
ought to know where the water is coming from. 

General Wasnpovrne. This is a strategic requirement, Mr. Brooks, 
to locate it in this area. 

Mr. Brooks. That was the reason I asked you if you had to put it 
there regardless of the water situation. 

General WastpBournr. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Brooks. You said “No.” So I thought for that reason it 
wasn’t strategic. 

General Wasnnourne. Well, considering the water problem, we 
still have to put it there. 

Mr. Brooks. Yes; all right. 

General WasHsourne. I would like to word it that way. 

The Cuarrman. We do know that it is very strategic and necessary, 
but why can’t you get along with the Navy? 

Why can’t you both use this spot? ) 

General WasHrourne. The Air Force would like to put this in as 
an attendant organization at Miramar or perhaps Camp Pendleton or 
any other—several facilities that have been considered. 

The Cuarrman. Have you discussed this with the Navy? 

General Wasunourne. Yes, sir. 

The Cuarrman. What is their attitude? 

Is the Navy represented here ? 

Anyone here representing the Navy? 

Mr. Smarr. There is a liaison representative. 

The Liaison. 

Have you anything to say? 

Mr. Smart. We might be able to get a report from the Navy as to 
their present attitude on this. 

Colonel Ropennauser. Mr. Chairman, just before we came over 
last Thursday we checked with the Navy Department again to see if 
there was an answer forthcoming on Miramar or El Toro, any of the 
other locations and the situation was unchanged. There was no an- 
swer, yes or no. 

The Cuarrman. Well, we will get them up here and they can tell us. 

We will get the answer. 

Mr. Brooks. When the Navy part comes up. 

The Cuatrman. Yes. We will pass this one by. 

Selfridge Air Force Base. 

General Wasnpourne. The next base is Selfridge Air Force Base, 
Mr. Chairman. It is on page 35 of the bill and on page 210 of the Air 
Force program, for 718, for 7 categories of operational facilities, all 
included in present authorization. 

Mr. Brooxs. Was Mr. Paul Shafer satisfied with this? 

The Cuarrman. Mr. Shafer requested me to hold this up until he 
could be heard. 

I think out of courtesy we must do that. I don’t know that he has 
any particular objection. 

Mr. Brooks. I suggest we pass it by for the time being, Mr. Chair- 
man. 
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The Cuatirman. I don’t think he has any objection to it. We will 
pass it by, though. We want to finish the others. 

Sioux City Municipal Airport. 

General Wasupzourne. Page 35 of the bill and page 212 of the Air 
Force Base; $11,000 for two small operational items both included in 
existing authorization. 

The Cuarrman. Without objection, that is approved. 

General WasHsourne. The next base is Stewart Air Force Base—— 

The Cuairman. Wait a minute. 

Mr. Durnam. How about the lease? 

The Cuarrman. Mr. Durham wants to know about your lease at 
Sioux City. 

Colonel Pricz. We have 893 acres under exclusive lease to the Air 
Force, extendable to 1977 at $1 for the term. 

The Cuatrman. Good. 

All right. 

The next is Stewart Air Force Base. 

General Wasnpourne. Page 214 of the Air Force program, ap- 
proximately $214 million for nine categories of operational facilities, 
of which the largest is for extension to airfield pavements, and the next 
largest for installation of a maintenance hangar. 

The Cuamman. We own the acres 

General WasHpourne. Yes, sir. 

Stewart Field is Government-owned. 

Mr. Brooks. Have they ever leveled out that hill up there at Stewart 
Field that was giving so much trouble / 

General Wasneourne. No, sir. That construction has not been 
completed because of delay in getting the land cleared. 

Mr. Brooks. Is it the ae to remove it under this legislation ? 

General Wasuvourne. No, sir. That has been funded in previous 
authorizations. 

Mr. Brooks. Do you have enough land now for your runways? 

General WasuBourne. We do have enough land authorized, but 
they haven’t acquired it yet. 

Mr. Brooks. This is to acquire some additional land for that 
purpose ¢ 

General WasHpourne. These are two small land items for an ob- 
struction light on an off-base deal. 

The CHarrMan. 41% acres, though. 

Mr. Bares. General, Mr. Kelleher informs me that here in the bar- 
racks you have 125 square feet per man in the back-up information. 
What is the reason for that figure? Is that a mistake? 

General Wasupourne. Well, I am not aware of it. 125 square 
feet per man is the standard gross allowance for barracks within the 
Department of Defense. 

Mr. Bares. How long has that been so / 

Mr. Ketiener. Is it gross; I think that is the real question. 

General Wasnupourne. Yes, sir. That has been our going figure 
for quite some time, 125 gross and 72 net. Those are standard figures, 
I believe. 

Mr. Bares. This figure is gross. 

General WasHpourne. I am not sure. I don’t know the source of 
it. 
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Colonel Ropennauser. The backup shows 72 square feet per man. 
So that 125 will undoubtedly be gross. I do not know the conditions 
up there are very crowded, Mr. Bates. In fact, they asked for a new 
headquarters building to relieve some of the barracks situation there. 

Mr. Bares. We have always used the 72 square foot figure. 

Colonel Ropennauser. Right. 

Mr. Bares. Now, that is a net figure. 

‘olonel Ropennavser. That is right. 

General Wasnupourne. Yes, sir, that is the so-called net figure 
standard throughout the Department of Defense. 

Mr. Bares. All right. 

The Cuatrrman. That is right. 

Without objection, Stewart Air Force Base is approved. 

Next, is Suffolk County. 

General Wasupourne. Page 35 of the bill and page 217 of the Air 
Force Program. 

Approximately $114 million for 9 categories of operational items, 
the largest of which is $511,000 for aircraft maintenance facilities. 

The And this is all leased 

General Wasnpourne. Yes, sir; entire airport is leased. 

The CuarrMan. For how long and how much ¢ 

Colonel Price. This is leased for $17,000 a year through 1963. 

The Cuairman, $17,000 a year. 

Mr. Bares. You have an option to extend that? 

General WasnpourNe. No, sir, we do not. 

Mr. Ketiener. I have a note, Colonel, that says that the lease is 
for the duration of the national emergency only. Am I incorrect? 

General Wasnepourne. I believe that was furnished to you, Mr. 
Kelleher, but that is in error. 

Mr. Ketieuer. It is in error? 

General Wasnpourne. I have rechecked it. 

Mr. Ketiener. Fine. 

Mr. Bennerr. How much money are we paying on that leased 
land? 

The $17,000. 

Mr. Bennerr. And how much permanent improvements are we 
putting on it? 

General Wasuzourne. There are approximately $8 million of im- 
provements that have been put on this airport. 

Mr. Bennerr. Money that we are now going to put in under this. 

General Wasueournr. About $1 million and a half to be added 
here. 

Mr. Bennett. I don’t like the picture of it: I don’t know what I 
can do about it. I think you are putting too much money on land 
occupied under short-term leases. 

Mr. Smart. We are stuck. 

The Cuarrman. Yes. 

Mr. Bennerr. Why are you stuck? 

Mr. Smarr. We have $8 million on it. 

Colonel Price. Mr. Chairman 


Mr. Benner. If you are stuck in this instance, then we ought to 
start being more aggressive about other instances. 

Mr. Durnam. That is just what we did. We went ahead here and 
authorized these things, and didn’t know what kind of lease we were 
going to wind up with. 
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Mr. Bennerr. You are right, Mr. Durham. 

Mr. Bares. Let’s see what the facts are. 

‘The colonel has something to say, Mr. Chairman. 

Colonel Price. Mr. Chairman, we are now in the process of at- 
tempting to renegotiate this lease, and I have reason to believe that 
we will be successful in extending the term. However, it is not signed 
as of the moment. 

Mr. Durnam. What is that? 

Beach property all of it? It must be. 

General Wasupourne. No, sir. This is the airport itself basically, 
except for an inner and outer marker. The basic lease of 1,250 acres 
is for $16,750 per annum. ‘That provides us with the use of the air- 
port and the use of an ordnance storage area. 

Mr. Duruam. Does that go to the municipal airport people? 

General WasHpourne. Yes, sir; that is right. 

The CuarirmMan. Colonel, firm up that lease if you can. 

(Memorandum submitted :) 

DEPARTMENT OF THE ATR FORCE, 
HEADQUARTERS, UNITED STATES AIR FORCE, 
Washington, D. C., April 22, 1954. 
Memorandum for Colonel Rodenhauser. 


Subject: Extension of Agreement for Air Force Use of Suffolk County Air 
Force Base, New York. 
The Chief of Engineers has been requested to negotiate with the County of 
Suffolk, New York, to amend the present agreement which covers a period 10 
years to add an additional 15-year period to the existing instrument. 


DonaLp L. BLACK, 
Deputy Chief, Real Estate Division, Directorate of Real Property, 
Assistant Chief of Staff, Installations. 

Mr. Brooks. Colonel, what about this easement and right-of-way ? 
It is a small matter, three acres there, at $2,000. 

General WasnHeourne. This is one of the TAC and installations 
previously described, Mr. Brooks. It is not yet sited. It involves a 
small plot of land and a means of getting to and from it. 

aaah Brooxs. You don’t have really anything firmed up at all on 
that. 

General Wasunourne. No, sir; except that it is in this general area. 

The Cuairman. We will pass Suffolk by. 

Traverse City we will pass by, for the time being. 

Truax Field. 

General Wasueourne. Page 36 of the bill, Mr. Chairman, and page 
224 of the Air Force program. 

One million, two hundred fifty-six thousand for additional facili- 
ties in 6 categories, the largest of which is $926,000 to replace Na- 
tional Guard facilities. 

Mr. Bares. Mr. Chairman, before we finish some of these—I know 
we are in a hurry this morning, but I realize, too, that when you were 
here before you had many urgent items that had to be approved at 
that time. 

Now, we are substituting some of these and probably when we get 
a little further on we can perhaps take one of these bases and find out 
exactly what we are doing and what we are eliminating that was so 
vital before. 

General Wasnpourne. I would be glad to take an air-defense com- 
mand base—Burlington was an example we had ready to give the 
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committee—if they would like. We can do it on Alexandria, the first 
base of Tactical Air Command, if you would like to do so. 
: a. Bates. Just to get an idea of what kind of a shift we are mak- 
ere. 
eneral WasHsourne. Glad to. 

Mr. Brooxs. Why not at the end of this section take up one of these 
air-defense bases like Burlington. 

General WasHsourne. Very glad to. 

Mr. Brooxs. Let me ask you, General, if the chairman will permit, 
one question on this base we have to approve. What do you mean by 
replacing the National Guard facilities¢ Are we building facilities 
for the guard or are we taking over their facilities and using them 
ourselves 

Colonel Ropennavuser. We have taken them over, sir, and we either 
have to return them to them and build sume for ourselves or to build 
replacements to replace those we have taken away from them. 

Mr. Brooks. We are building guard facilities under a different act, 
that is under National Defense Facilities Act, with joint utilization. 

Colonel Ropennauser. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Brooks. That is what occurs to me. Isn't the proper way to 
handle that by using the act which permits us to build guard facilities 
under joint user act? 

General WasHsourne. Mr. Brooks, you are quite right in sayin 
that there are National Guard facilities for air units being erec 
under the National Guard’s own program. 

Mr. Brooks. You see, we have $150 million for that purpose. 

General WasHpourNr. These facilities here are selected ones where 
the regular Air Force has been using hangars and the like that they 
took over from the National Guard squadrons when they went to 
active duty in connection with Korea. The Department of Defense 

olicy, concurred in by the Bureau of the Budget, was, when they came. 
He from active duty and returned to their hometown, that we would 
either replace those facilities that we had to keep then for our ex- 
pansion or build them some replacements. 

Mr. Brooks. I suppose there is no objection, but there is an advan- 
tage in using the other act. 

There is no use for me to go into all of that now. It is probably as 
broad as it is long. But under the other act we have a better arrange- 
ment for the use of the facilities. That is all I have to say, Mr. 
Chairman. 

Mr. Duruam. How about your lease there, Colonel ? 

Colonel Price. This—— 

Mr, Durnam. At Truax. 

Colonel Price. Excuse me. This lease involves exclusive use of the 
areas shown, 868 acres, plus the joint use of the field. It extends until 
1977, at $10,000 per annum. 

The Cuatrman. That is all right. 

Without objection, Truax is approved. 

General Wasupourne. The next base is Wurtsinith, at page 36 of 
the bill and page 226 of the Air Force program. $2,395,000 : addi- 
tional operational facilities in 8 categories, of which the largest is 
$1,114,000 for aircraft maintenance facilities. 

The Cuarmman. Where is Oscoda, Mich. ? 
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General Wasuxourne. It is on the east side of the Michigan Penin- 
sula. 

The CnatrmMan. Lower peninsula? 

General Wasnpourne. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Durnam. What is your lease costing you there, Colonel? 

Colonel Pricr. One dollar per year. 

Mr. Smarr. How long? 

Colonel Price. 1978. This is State-owned property. 

The CHarman. Yes. Up at Port Huron. 

Colonel Ropennavuser. We own 1,521 acres up there ourselves. 

That is in addition to the lease. 

The Cuarrman. And the other is leased from the State? 

Colonel Price. Yes, sir. 

The Cuamman. Without objection, Wurtsmith is approved. 

Youngstown. 

General WasurourNne. Page 229 of the Air Force program, Mr. 
Chairman. A total of $687,000 for 7 categories of operational facil- 
ities, the largest of which is aireraft maintenance. It is included 
in the present authorization. 

Mr. Durnam. What is your lease costing you there, Colonel ? 

Colonel Price. This lease is for $625 per month through 1976. 

Mr. Durnam. What? What have you got for the 144 acres? $625 
a month ? 

Colonel Price. This lease covers the exclusive use of the acreage 
involved plus the joint use with the city of the landing areas. 

Excuse me, I didn’t explain that. That covers our right to use 
the airfield jointly with the city, plus the exclusive use of 144 acres. 

Mr. Durnam. That is $7,000 a year, then, you are paying the 
municipal airport for the use of the 144 acres. 

Colonel Price. That is right, sir. 

Mr. Durnam. We are stuck with this. 

The CHarman. All right, without objection, it is approved. 
They pay a lot of taxes out there. 

Mr. Duruam. How long does that lease run, Colonel ? 

Mr. Smarr. 1976. 

The Cuatrman. 1976. 

Colonel Pricr. 1976. 

Mr. Duruam. Can’t you renegotiate that with them? 

Let’s try to renegotiate that one. 

(See memo below :) 


AprIL 23, 1954. 
Memorandum for Colonel Rodenhauser. 


Subject: Extension of Lease Agreement for the Air Force Use of the Youngs- 
town Municipal Airport, Ohio. 


The Chief of Engineers has been requested to negotiate with the city of 
Youngstown, Ohio, to amend the present lease which terminates in 1976 to be 
extended to run through June 2001. 

Donato L. Brack, 
Deputy Chief, Real Estate Division. 

The CHarrman. Yuma Airport. 

General Wasnpourne. Page 37 of the bill, Mr. Chairman, and page 
231 of the Air Force program. , 

The project there is $2,127,000 for 8 categories of operational items, 
the largest of which is $878,000 for additional airmen’s barracks. 

The second largest item is for pavement extensions. 
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Mr. Duruam. I wanted to ask you about that lease. I just hope 
that is a good one. 

The Cuamman. Erosion control. 

Mr. Durnam. What are we paying for that lease, Colonel ? 

General Wasnpourne. The erosion control is measures to keep sand 
and tumbleweeds and such as that under control on the airfield. 

Mr. Duruam. I say, what is the lease costing us there, Colonel? 

Colonel Price. A dollar a year for 25 years, sir. 

Mr. DurHam. Good; 

Mr. Bares. We are not going to run into any trouble on that water 
main, General. 

Are we going to have a water problem there? 

Mr. Smarr. Yuma County. 

General Wasupournr. We are not aware of one, Mr. Bates. 

Mr. Bares. Sir? 
- General WasHpournr. We are not aware of a problem in connection 
with water there. 

Mr. Bares. Well, you are putting in for mains here. 

Mr. Smart. You must have some water, then. 

General Wasupnournr. This line, item 12, is a modification of the 
distribution system on the base. 

Mr. Bares. It is an extension. 

General WasHpourne. What ? 

Mr. Bares. It isa change; it doesn’t mean you are going to consume 
more water necessarily. 

General Wasnrourne. Not necessarily. There are additional struc- 
tures being added and they have to be connected up to water service. 


The Cuatrman. Without objection, Yuma is approved. 
That finishes the Air Defense Command. 
Mr. Brooks. Mr. Chairman, are we going to take up Burlington at 
Mr. Bates’ request ? 
The Cuatrman. Burlington? 
Mr. Brooks. yes. 
] 


The Cuamman. Well, they are prepared. 

Mr. Brooks. You are not going to take up the Burlington base ? 

The CuarrmMan. Well, perhaps we psec finish. 

Mr. Bartrs. How long would that take ? 

The Cuarrman. Except we have to go back to 3 or 4 important 
items here. These are big items. It disturbs me, worries me. 

Mr. Brooxs. You don’t have to go back to them today, do you? 

The CHatrman. No. 

Mr. Bares. It will take 5 minutes. 

General Wasrmourne. Whatever time the committee would like to 
rive us. 

‘ The Crarrman. You might give us a complete breakdown—wait 
just a second. 

Proceed. And we will stand in recess until 10 o'clock tomorrow 
morning. : 

General WasupBourne. Very well, sir. 

This is a phasing data page on Burlington Municipal Airport, which 
is used by the Air Defense Command for an operational mission in 
Vermont. The data here, the format of this data, the committee is 
familiar with. I would like to point out the five items involved in 
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the funding program. The first column: Total authorization of 
$5,647,000. 

The current construction program is $5,039,000, which leaves an 
unconsumed balance of some $640,000. The current program is $1,- 
018,000, which leaves a balance of $410,000 to be added in authoriza- 
tion to take care of this year’s program of $1 million. 

The mission is unchanged. 

The personnel of the station will be changed in these respects. The 
officers will be increased slightly and the airmen will be decreased 
slightly between now and 1957. 

Mr. Brooxs. Why are you increasing the officers, and reducing the 
enlisted men ? 

General WasHpourne. Those are changes in manning, usually in- 
volving a different type of aircraft, Mr. Brooks. It occurs—a great 
deal of that is on the SAC bases where we are going from an airplane 
that has a crew of 16, with a lot of enlisted men on it, down to an 
airplane with a crew of 3 that is all officers. 

_Mr. Brooks. More pilots. 

General WasupourNne. More pilots, yes, sir. 

The Cuarrman. Yes. 

General WasHusourne. That is the basic reason for the changes in 
the relation between airmen and officers. 

This is the block chart of Burlington, showing the relation of the 
same figures. The total authorization required is $6,057,000. We 
have available $5,647,000. We want to add $1 million worth of work 
in this year’s program. The difference, shown between the relation 
of these 2 blocks, is the $410,000 additional authorization requested 
here. 

Mr. Brooks. When you finish that $6,057,000, that will then com- 
plete your program for Burlington? 

General prt a I couldn’t guarantee that, Mr. Brooks. It 
is the extent of the total program through 1955. It is quite likely— 
not likely, I would say, but possible that the 1956 and 1957 programs 
that come before this committee will have additional items. 

Mr. Brooks. I thought we were going—and I complimented you 
initially. I thought we were going to get from this now some idea of 
the future use and mission of these bases. And you come up with a 
program of $6,057,000. 

But if that program only lasts you until next year, then we don’t 
have any idea of the future use of the bases. 

General WasHBovurne. That is right, sir, but I don’t have a ready 
way of giving the committee a list of the projects that the Air Force 
might ask for and the reviewing authorities would have to consider 
this coming year. 

Some of those might survive the screening and appear before this 
committee, and many of them might not. I don’t have the answers to 
that problem yet. 

Mr. Brooks. Well, couldn’t you say essentially that that is the pro- 
gram, I mean in most of these bases ? 

General Wasnvourne. I don’t know of any major projects that will 
be needed at Burlington in next year’s program, Mr. Brooks. 

Mr. Brooks. Generally, with all of these bases, isn’t this substan- 
tially the program / 
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General WasHeourne. It is minimum operational facilities for sus- 
tained operations, but I wouldn’t like to leave the impression with the 
committee that these bases are being completed in this year’s work. I 
just don’t feel able to make that statement because—— 

Mr. Brooks. You couldn’t say it because the whole program is 
greater than the authorizations in so many of the cases. 

General Wasueourne. I believe that the existing authorization will 
s adequate for a number of the bases. I think I could agree with 

at. 

This top column here shows the four previous public laws which have 
contributed authorizations to Burlington. 

(The chart is as follows :) 


Burlington Municipal Airport 


Total author- Current Unfinanced 


construction 
ization program authorization 


$5, 647, 277 


3, 962, 277 
1, 069, 000 
579, 000 


Publie Law 155 


Original authorization 


Hydrants refuel. 
Firing-in-butt 

Shop, A/C maintenance ___. 
Land, R/W extension 
Warehouse 

Family housing -- 


PNAS 


Public Law 534 


Original authorization 


$000 


Base operations building 35 
Parachute building 33 
Storage, ammo igloo 99 


! Savings on funded items to be applied to new requirements in fiscal year 1955. 
2 $60,000 used to apply against prior overruns. 

3 Planning funds only—item deferred from program. 

4 Unfunded authorization to be applied to like item in fiseal year 1955, 

§ $104,000 used to apply against prior overruns. 

* $33,000 used to apply against prior overruns. 


Public Law 910, Public Law 155, Public Law 534, and Public Law 
209. Those are fiscal year programs. They have contributed con- 
struction authorizations and are embodied in the current program. 


ea — | $5, 039, 277 $608, 000 
| 3, 962, 277 0 
933, 000 136, 000 
107, 000 472, 000 
37, 000 0 
tee Unfinaneed 
Scope | $000 Scope | $000 Scope $000 
is | it Ls «OLS in 
1 | 60 -| 1 20 
9, 160 | 110 9, 160 | 109 | 
Ls 25 LS 31 Ls 24 
8, 000 112 7, 616 52 384 460 
75. 000 75. 000 411 
| 20, 000 160 6, 128 56 | 13, 872 | 50 
Scope | $000 co || Scope $000 
4, 374 43 
4, 500 60 
250 4s 
1 1 321 
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The unfinanced authorization is $608,000, which results in two 
remnants, Public Law 155, $136,000, and Public Law 534, $472,000. 
Here is how we picked up the $136,000 in Public Law 155. There are 8 
projects here which by breakage and by changes in scope and savings 
in the construction cost have built up a total of $136,000 of unused 
authorization. 

They involve washing rack, refueling hydrants, fire station, firing 
in butt aircraft maintenance shops, land for the runway extension, 
warehousing, and family quarters. 

Mr. Bates. Some of those items you eliminated entirely. 

General WasHerournr. Yes. The fire station is not financed in 
the present program. 

Mr. Bates. That doesn’t mean you still don’t need it. 

General Wasnsourne. Let me check that. 

Mr, Chairman, the small station that exists there is being considered 
adequate for minimum purposes, and we are not proceeding on this 
authorization. 

Mr. Bares. That was also true when you brought this bill up orig- 
inally for that authorization. 

General WasnpBourne. I want to correct the record, Mr. Chairman. 
The fire station has been constructed as authorized and the $60,000 
shown here is an apparent saving in that it costs dess than we had 
estimated. 

Mr. Bares. Do we understand now that it has been financed, already 
financed and constructed. 

General WAsHBouRNE. Yes, sir. 

Colonel RopennaAuser. This is a savings. 

General WasHBourNr. Now 

Mr. Bates. Now, have you completed all the items, General, on 
that? 

I couldn't quite make it all out. 

General WasHsourne. Bring it back. 

Mr. Bares. Have there been any canceled items there? That is 
what I am driving at. 

General Wasneourne. This one hydrant, refueling hydrant here, 
Mr. Bates, has not been constructed ¢ 

Mr. Bares. Now, let’s take a look at the family housing. Now what 
have you done about that? 

General WasHpourne. The original authorization was for five units 
at $62,000. Will you go ahead on that, Mr. Gibbons? 

Mr. Grssons. The family housing was authorized for five units and 
at $62,000, but by using the quarters at Ethan Allen it was not neces- 
sary to build five units. So they have been taken out of the current 
construction program and are listed as a savings that can be applied. 

Mr. Bares. Do we understand, then, that for these substitutes, on 
the original authorized items you are not going to come up next year 
and ask for those particular items? 

General WasHrourne. No, sir, it is not my intention to do that. If 
we have cut them down out of the current program, it means we have 
no intention of keeping the authorization and going ahead with the 
construction. 

Mr. Bares. That is where we stand now. 

General Wasuzourne. Yes, sir. That is one of our ground rules in 
showing you what the current program is. 
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; os we have built it or we are building it or we are going to 
und it. 

But we are not keeping authorizations against things we no longer 
expect to need it for. 

Now, there will be some major headquarters buildings in this pro- 
gram, Mr. Chairman, where we have not kept the authorization alive 
in this program, and if we decide later that they are requirements 
we will have to come back before this committee and ask that the 
authorization be restored in future programs. 

Mr. Bares. You have cut down on your requirements on a lot of 
these things. Now in the warehouse, you had 20,000 originally, and 
you cut that down to 6,000. 

General Wasupournr. Yes, sir. The original authorization is 
20,000 square feet for $160,000, The current program is 6,128 square 
feet at $56,000. 

General Wasupourne. The difference was obtained by utilizing 
space at Ethan Allen, which is about 5 miles away from the airfield. 

Mr. Durnam. General, you said your authorization expired. How 
did it expire? 

General Wasneourne. Well, it hasn’t expired, Mr. Chairman. 

Mr. Duruam. That is what I thought. Vie said you would have 


to come back herg and get additional authorization. 

General WasupBourne. I was referring to these major headquarters 
buildings, for the numbered Air Forces primarily. We have had 
those authorized now for 3 successive years, but have not been able to 
get appropriations to go ahead and build them. And within our 
present ground rules this year, we did not get appropriations for 


them. And it seemed better to us to take the authorization and use 
it for something else and bring the problem of funding these head- 
quarters buildings up with the Congress later. 

Mr. Duruam. You mean you took authorizations for one item that 
we gave you and used it for another item ? 

General Wasupourne. No, sir. On those headquarters buildings— 
like, for instance, the Eighth Air Force headquarters at Carswell. 
The question of funding that large headquarters building has been 
deferred repeatedly for those 3 years. We have not included it in 
the current construction program at Carswell because we didn’t want 
to keep the authorization alive on the one hand and not put any 
appropriation against it on the other. 

r. Duruam. I still don’t understand why your authorization 
would expire. You don’t have to keep it alive. It stays alive as long 
as the law is on the books. 

General Wasnpourne. Yes, sir. That is what I mean to say. Un- 
less we take action to use it up on something else or to appropriate 
for it, nothing happens to it, it is still there. 

Mr. Durnam. You just haven’t used it. 

Sei Wasupourne. I am sorry I didn’t make it clear. You are 
right. 

r. Bares. General, that is a very good example, but I don’t think 
it is a typical one because you happen to have Fort Ethan Allen close 
by, where a substitution could be made readily. 

Now how about on other bases where you didn’t have access to an- 
other base like Fort Ethan Allan? 

Such substitutions then couldn't be made. They would have to 
come within the scope of the base. 


Now do we understand thoroughly and distinctly that any of these 
substitutions will not be requested in future cabbie as far 
as you know? 

eneral WasHpourne. Yes, sir; that is right, that is my under- 
standing. 

Mr. Bares. We are just not procrastinating to make this figure this 
year appear a little smaller? 

General WasHsourne. No, sir, that is not our intention at all. 
There are probably a hundred different ways in which these minor 
variations occur in executing this large program, Mr. Bates. But 
that is the general approach, that when we oe ve these changes of scope 
of sums of. money or something that are no longer required, we can 
apply them against the new work requested in this bill, in this manner. 

The Carman. You have one more chart there / 

General Yes, sir. 

This next chart shows the same manner in which four projects 
previously authorized in Public Law 534 have produced available au- 
thorizations to the extent of $472,000. 

Mr. Bares. Now 

General WasHpourne. Base operations buildings, parachute build- 
ings, electric power plant, and ammunition storage igloo. 

Mr. Brooks. Now the unused authorizations: do you ever plan to 
come back and ask for cancellation of unused and mani au- 
thorizations ¢ 

General WasnBourne. We may do so, Mr. Chairman, when we get 
further along on the program at these bases. We will have to tell 
the Congress how much of it is available for recission. But we did 
not want to do that until the program at the bases had advanced to be- 
yond what it has now. Much of this work authorized in 1952 and 
1953 and 1954 has not actually been put under contract yet and un- 
til it is we don’t know the dollar amounts that would actually be 
available for such recission or conversion to other authorized projects. 

Mr. Bares. Are you using the electric power plant at Fort Ethan 
Allen there? 

Does that account for the reason you don’t need it now ? 

General WasHeourne. One second. The power plant shown here 
was considered to be an emergency requirement, Mr. Bates, and we 
now evaluate the situation where we can do without it. The power 
plant on Ethan Allen is being used for the family quarters and ad- 
ministrative facilities over there. 

Mr. Bates. Do we understand it was a standby? 

General Yes, sir. 

Mr. Bares. Now tell us about the next one. 

General WasHpourNr. Ammunition storage area: The original au- 
thorization was for 3 igloos, $420,000. The current construction 
pat peg provides 2 igloos for $99,000, leaving unfianced 1 igloo at 

321,000 in authorization. 


Mr. Bares. That wasn’t a very food estimate, was it ? 


General Wasnpourne. I would say not. 

Mr. Ketiener. Did the igloos change in size ? 

General WasHpourne. No, sir, the same size units. ‘ 

Mr. Bennetr. We ought to be glad they are telling us when they 
make mistakes. 
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Mr. Bares. I am not at all critical. Iam very, very happy they are 
coming up here and being perfectly honest with us. I just wish that 
their original estimates were a little bit better. 

General Wasnpourne. We hope to improve them each year, Mr. 
Bates, as we go along. The problem of getting several thousand 
good engineering estimates in In a short time each summer is quite 
considerable, 

Mr. Barrs. That is no great and new experiment, the building of a 
storage ammunition igloo. You built thousands of them. 

General Wasusourne. Perhaps not that many. We have built 
several, though. 

Mr. Bartrs. Enough to get an experienced figure. 

General Wasusournr. We should know the price closer than we did 
at that time. 

The Cuarrman. Thank you very much, General, you and the Colo- 
nel. We appreciate your coming up. And we will stand in recess 
until tomorrow morning at 10 Caek: 

(Whereupon, at 12:55 o’clock a. m. the committee adjourned until 
10 a. m. Wednesday, April 14, 1954.) 


House or RePrResENTATIVES, 
CoMMITTEE ON ARMED SERVICES, 
Washington, D. C., Wednesday, April 14, 1954. 
(The committee met at 10:15 a. m., the Honorable Dewey Short, 
chairman of the committee, presiding.) 


The Cuarrman. I think before we take up the Air Tactical Com- 
mand, we perhaps should ge back to that Southern California project. 


I understand some of the 
of the bill, gentlemen. 

Mr. Duruam. What page of the book? 

Mr. Keiuiener. Captain Corr, would you come forward, sir, and 
diseuss this? You will recall, Mr. Chairman, there is a question of 
an authorization being granted to the Air Force in the amount of $4 
million, which is only sufficient for them to be a tenant on someone 
else’s base. 

If they build a new one, it would be about $11 million. The 
Secretary of Defense’s office has given them only 4 million in anticipa- 
tion of them using some installation, probably some naval installation, 
in the Southern California area—El Toro, Miramar, and Pendleton, 
being some of the areas that might be used. 

Captain Corr can describe the Navy position on that. 

Mr. Duruam. What page is this on? 

Mr. Keviener. That is page 35. 

The Cuarrman. Top of page 35 in the bill. 

Mr. Duruam. In the book? 

General WAsHBoURNE. Page 208 of the Air Force book. 

Mr. Devereux. Did they consider San Clemente or North Island, 
Mr. Counsel? 

The CuarrMan. Sit right there, Captain. 

Mr. Kevtvener. (Aside to Mr. Devereux.) 

The CuarrmMan. Do you have any place in the southern California 
area you could let the Air Force use? 


avy representatives are here—on page 35 
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Captain Corr. We.had questions from the Air Force in the last 2 
months, Mr. Chairman. 

Specifically, they asked us for the use of our station at Miramar 
insofar as that was an excellent facility. It is, as you know, one of 
the few master jet fields which the Navy has in that area. 

We could not see our way clear to let them in there, because we are 
crowded ourselves. We are just building up to capacity. 

I had the captain of the air station into my office just the other day. 
He said he had something like 382 high performance aircraft based 
there at that time. 

We are planning around 400 to 450. 

However, the question was also asked of other places, and that is 
currently under study with the Air Force, back with the Chief of 
Naval Operations, Mr. Chairman. It has not been resolved as yet. 
We are trying to work very closely with the Air Force. If we have 
capacity, i am afraid, though, that the air space might cause some 
problems there. 

Mr. Rivers. How large is the field? 

Captain Corr. Miramar, sir? 

Mr. Rivers. Yes. 

Captain Corr. That is a big field, sir, with twin jet runways on it. 

We have just recently completed a large hangar on there, with 
necessary parking area. 

I have some figures here, sir, for your information, of previous 
years, and what we expect to spend on that. We had an original 
plant account there of about $11 million and through 1951, 1952, 
1953, 1954, and the proposed 1955, we will spend in the neighborhood 
of $56 million and that should give us a facility just about to our 
capacity, to our design need, with the exception, of course, in the 
latter years of possible replacement of some of the older barracks and 
things of that nature. 

Mr. Ke.tiener. Do you expect, Captain, that a decision will be 
reached prior to the time that this committee will finish with the bill, 
which will be shortly after the recess, perhaps the end of this month? 

Captain Corr. I am sure we will make every effort to resolve the 
question, sir, | can’t promise exactly when it will be done, but as I 
say, we have been working on this very closely and I presume it will 
go down to the joint utilization board in the CJ’s very shortly. 

Mr. Ke.iener. Is the only question that has been presented to the 
Navy the use of Miramar? 

Captain Corr. Specifically at a field, yes, sir. And we have 
answered that in the negative sense. ‘They have asked us specifically 
for use, joint use of a field between Santa Ana and San Diego west of 
the Laguna Mountains. 

They spelled it out in very narrow form. That is a question, of 
course, as I say, which is very difficult to resolve within our needs. 

Of course, as you know, the Navy has been down in southern Cali- 
fornia for quite some time and we really needed that place. 

Mr. Kexiener. What installations are within that perimeter that 
the Air Force has selected? 

Captain Corr. Well, sir, you have the main station in San Diego. 
You have Brown Field, which is a small, auxiliary landing field. 
just to the south of San Diego, with only one strip on it. We have 
a very small field called Ream Field, which is used primarily for 
helicopters. And north of there is the Marine field at El Toro. 
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P pg ancillary to that is Santa Ana, which is a Marine helicopter 
eld. 

Those are the main fields within that confined area. 

We have El Centro over in the Imperial Valley. 

Mr. Kewiener. Is Pendleton, the strip at Pendleton within that 
perimeter, too? 

Captain Corr. Yes, sir. I understand the Air Force has measured 
Pendleton with respect to clearances and what not and they weren't 
satisfied with that. 

Mr. Kewtiener. Well, would it resolve itself down to two, then, 
Miramar or El Toro? 

Captain Corr. I eo it would, yes, sir. 

Mr. Devereux. Did you consider San Clemente? 

Captain Corr. Yes, sir, we have considered San Clemente. As 
a matter of fact, the Navy has an advance planning study on San 
Clemente for a possible replacement of the Fittle strip we built out 
there during the war, which is completely untenable now. 

I personally mentioned San Clemente to the Air Force representa- 
tives in my office, and they have gone back with the idea of studying 
it further. 

That is an island about, I think it is, 75 miles off the coast and our 
tentative study indicates that we could get a 10,000-foot strip in 
there. It is purely tentative. That is not a complete architect and 
engineering study, you understand. But there is a possibility of 
developing San Clemente. 

Mr. Durnam. What is your functions there? What kind of fune- 
tions do you carry out there? 

Captain Corr. At Miramar, sir? 

Mr. Duruam. Both places. 

Captain Corr. Primarily, training functions for the carrier air groups 
and the associated squadrons when they are shore based, in prepara- 
tion for their deployment, sir. 

The CuHarrMan. Well, it seems to resolve itself to the question of 
which function or mission is more important. From what the cap- 
tain has said, it is quite obvious the two can’t operate at the same spot 
at the same time. 

What do you have to say, General? 

General WasHBourNe. We have a requirement—— 

The CuarrMan. Is there any other spot in the area? Southern 
California is a pretty big place. Is there one anywhere near Miramar 
that could be utilized? 

General WasHBourne. I am not personally familiar with the exact 
extent of the area that the Air Force had laid off for the squadron to 
operate in, Mr. Chairman. 

The requirement is fairly closely limited to the San Diego area for 
this sanadiin that is being added. The Los Angeles coverage out of 
Oxnard and around is fairly adequate, but this San Diego requirement 
is a specific area requirement. 1 think the area that has been marked 
off by our operational people is the one they would'like to be in. We 
would obviously prefer to share a facility rather than build a new one. 
That is the basis of the $4 million figure. 

The Chairman. How seriously would it interfere with your work, 
Captain? 
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Captain Corr. I think extremely serious in the particular fields 
which I have mentioned, and also we are quite worried about the air 
space problems. 

Even in the old days of prop jobs, our spacing of airfields and our 
air saturation was rather critical for all those planes that have to 
sortie and get in their gunnery training and so on. 

Now, with jets, it doubles the problem. 

The CuarrMan. Yes, and it is a very congested area. 

Captain Corr. It is one of the most congested in the country. 

The CHarrMan. An enormous increase in population. 

Captain Corr. Yes, sir. 

The Cuarrman. Spread over the country. 

Captain Corr. Yvs, sir. 

Mr. Devereux. Mr. Chairman, I would like the Air Foree to 
answer the question about San Clemente. Would that fit your needs 
tactically? 

General WasHBourne. General, I am not qualified to answer that, 
I would like to 

Mr. Devereux. Do we have anybody from operations? 

Colonel Ropennauser. I have sent for Colonel Moore. He will 
be here in a few minutes, sir. 

Mr. Smart. Mr. Chairman, may I ask a question? 

The CHarrMan. Yes. 

Mr. Smart. This item is in the authorization for $4 million, General. 
In the event there is no existing naval or Marine Corps facility down 
there which can be utilized for your mission, can you still house this 
one squadron for the ADC, for $4 million? 

General WasHpourne. No, no. The request would have to be 
about 11 or 12 million dollars if we went into a new place, and built 
the facilities for this squadron. : 

Mr. Smarr. Then this present authorization request is meaningless. 
It is predicated entirely upon your ability to get in as a cotenant 
upon an existing facility? 

General WAsHpourNns. That is correct. 

Mr. Kitpay. What made you think you could? What made you 
think you could get into an existing facility? 

General Wasupourne. Well, frankly, Mr. Kilday, our expectations 
in doing that were not too high. But in reviewing the program with 
the ce of the Secretary of Defense, this was the extent of the 
authorization that they felt we should ask the Congress for, until we 
had found out whether we can or not. 

Mr. Kixpay. You say the $4 million is meaningless unless you can 
go into an existing base? 

General WasHBourNE. Well, I don’t say it is meaningless in the full 
sense of the word, but it is certainly inadequate to go into a new place 
and build facilities for Air-Force operation. 

Mr. Kiupay. You say the Secretary of Defense decided that $4 
million would be the maximum to ask for? 

Colonel Ropennavser. That is correct, sir. 

The $4 million figure was arrived at in the O. S. D. reviews, on the 
basis that we would jointly use an existing facility. 

Mr. Kixpay. Then, apparently the $11 million and the $4 million 
were both submitted to the Secretary of Defense’s office and he de- 
cided on the $4 million. 

Colonel Ropennavuser. Both figures were discussed, ves, sir. 
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Mr. Kitpay. Then, evidently, he has some plan to see to it that 
you do go into an existing facility. 

Colonel Ropennavuser. That is right. The possibility of using the 
naval station was suggested to us, sir. 

The Cuarrman. I think we should have someone from the Secre- 
tary of Defense office. 

Mr. Kitpay. I see Admiral Jelley back there. - 

Mr. Bennett. Could I ask if there is some particular reason why 
this Miramar area, the activities there couldn’t be at least partly 
shared in some other carrier base, such as the one in my district, 
or some other spot where they may already have carrier facilities, 
like the one I was referring to? 

Captain Corr. We have other bases, as you well know, sir, and 
we are only building them to the capacity of our design strength in 
1955. 

Mr. Bennett. I see. 

In other words, it would be very expensive to expand into these 
existing facilities 

Captain Corr. That is right, sir. 

The CuarrmMan. We all know the Navy has been down there for 
along time. We have an enormous investment and to come up here 
making a request like this before you ever reach an agreement is sort 
of silly in my view. I don’t know what they are up to over in the 
Pentagon. What do they mean by coming in here and asking for 
$4 million, hoping that they can horn in or crowd out some other 
agency, without having an understanding and agreement? 

I think it is rather poor policy. 

Mr. Smart. Mr. Chairman, as I recall the previous testimony, this 
installation here is 1 of the some 6 or 7 new air defense command 
bases for fighter interceptor squadrons. 

As the chairman points out, if—and we must assume that this is 
of high priority because there are to be other air defense installations 
yet coming up. This is a higher priority than something yet to be 
requested. As the chairman points out, certainly a matter of that 
importance is something that should not be left for decision here. It 
should have been reached before it ever got over here. 

The Cuatrman. Absolutely. 

Mr. Kitpay. Apparently it was. $11 million and $4 million were 
submitted to the Secretary of Defense. The only one whe can deter- 
mine the issue is the Secretary of Defense, and he decided on the 
$4 million. 

Mr. Smarr. It must not be very important to the defense of the 
country if we are going to argue about the difference of $7 million. 
ume Kiipay. Admiral Jelley is from the Secretary of Defense’s 

ce. 

The CHarrMAN. Admiral, could you throw any light on this for us? 

Admiral Jettey. In connection with the facilities for these fighte1 
interceptor squadrons, the great majority of them are taken care of by 
locating the squadron on an existing air base or an existing municipal 
base. The number of bases that are purely for the squadron of 25 
planes I think you could count on your hand. 

The submission by the Air Force was for the Camp Pendleton area. 
Knowing that there was no facility suitable in the Camp Pendleton 
area, we questioned it further, and directed the Air Force and Navy to 
jointly study the problem to see if the Navy could provide space for 
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these 25 fighter defense planes to operate and to report back if they 
could not reach agreement so that the Secretary of Defense could make 
a decision what should be done. 

The CuarrmMan. Have you made that study? 

Admiral Jetury. The results have not been reported back by the 
Air Force and the Navy. 

The Cuarrman. Why come in here and ask for $4 million until you 
have reached some kind of a decision? 

Admiral Jetuny. I believe Mr. Smart answered that by saying that 
we felt that the provision of a fighter defense base in the San Diego 
area was of enough urgency that it should not be postponed for another 

ear. 
" But it is a difficult question. The space available in that area is 
very limited and frankly, I think they would have a difficult time 
putting another station on the mainland. Now, they might get 
something on San Clemente, depending on the soils and topography, 
and so on. But to get something on the mainland is going to be 
difficult. 

Mr. Smart. Would $4 million put the base on San Clemente? 

Admiral Jettey. No, it wouldn’t put a new base in. The $4 
million covers the ready and alert hangars, the necessary facilities 
like that, and not the runways. 

Mr. Smart. In other words, $4 million presumes cotenancy on an 
existing base? 

Admiral Yes. 

The CuarrMan. It is very obvious. 

Admiral Jeter. It presumes the existence of runways. 

The Cuarrman. Yes. 

Mr. Devereux. Don’t you have some facilities over there on 
San Clemente? 

Captain Corr. The Air Force has an alert radar system there now, 
I understand, sir—just the early warning system. No aircraft con- 
trol system. 

Admiral Jettxy. The strip is an emergency strip? 

Captain Corr. There is an emergency strip, which as I say was 
built during the last war, and is untenable now. 

The CHarrman. Could the Navy perform this function as well as 
the Air Force? 

Admiral JeEttEY. We asked the Navy that question, and haven't 
had that part of the answer. 

Captain Corr. As a secondary support mission to the Air Force, 
I presume the Joint Chiefs of Staff could make such a decision. It is 
not our primary mission, as you know, sir. 

The Cuatrman. I know. But since there can only be dne at the 
same place at the same time 

Captain Corr. Yes, sir. 

The CuarrMan. You have to decide who is going to perform the 
mission. 

Captain Corr. It would also be a question of adding that partic- 
ular type of aircraft. 

Admiral Jetuny. Yes, sir. 

Captain Corr. And the base requirements will apparently not 
change too much anyway. 
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Admira) Jettey. Not only that, but you have to train the men in 
the aircraft. You would have to train them in the interceptor system 
and so on. It is not an easy answer. 

The Cuarrman. It seems to me it is matter that the Secretary of 
Defense himself must decide. Admiral, you try to get a report from 
him and reach a decision and let us know. : 

Admiral] Jetury. Yes, sir. 

The easy way to do would be to authorize it for the full amount of 
$12 million, with the understanding that if the Secretary of Defense 
decides that there is no possibility of an existing station that the whole 
12 million may be used. 

Mr. Kitpay. Then there never will be a base there. 

Mr. Smarr. No. 

Admira] Je.tey. That is why it went in as $4 million, sir. 

+ hag CHAIRMAN. You get a decision and bring it back to us. All 
right. 

Ar. Smart. Thank you. 

The Cuarrman. Thank you very much, captain. 

Captain Corr. Thank you. 

Mr. Cunnincuam. Mr. Chairman, are you prepared to go back to 
that Homestead Base in Florida, now? 

The CuairMan. No. There are 4 or 5 projects that we passed by 
in the Air Defense Command. But we will just let them rest awhile. 


I think we will start with Tactical Air Command this morning. 
I hope we can make some progress. 

Mr. Ke.iexer. Page 234 in the book. 

The CuarrmMan. Page 234. 


Mr. Keviener. And 37 in the bill. 

The Cuarrman. In the book, and 37 in the bill. 

General Wasnpourne. Mr. Chairman, in the Tactical Air Com- 
mand section of this program there are 17 stations, of which 10 are 
qualified for permanent construction and 7 are for nonpermanent 
construction. 

To begin this presentation, I suggest we have a runway of the base 
at Alexandria, La. the first one in the program, to show the committee 
how the authorizations work out at that station. 

The CuarrMan. Fine. 

Tactical Air Command, and the first station is Alexandria. 

General WasHxpourne. I will ask Mr. J. R. Gibbons to make the 
rundown on that station for the committee. 

(The chart is as follows: ) 


Alexandria Air Force Base 


Public Law 155 
Public Law 534 
Public Law 209 


4 
Total Current |Unfinanced 
authoriza- |construction| authoriza- 
tion program tion 
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Alexandria Air Force Base—-Continued 
PUBLIC LAW 155 


Original Current 
Authorization Construction | Unfinanced 


. Base Commissary Building 4,970 
and Transportation Build- 


Utilities. 4 
. Land acquisition 
. Infirmary - 
. Shops, automotive. 
Storage, oil molube_. 
. Storage, motor fuel_- 
Bakery. 
. Administration Building, ATO 
lama tion 
‘tions in estima tes. 


1, 000 


he 


1. Storage, jet fuel. 7 | 127 ] 315, 000 
2. Base operations, control tower_____- 267 | 

3. AC maintenance 61,020 
4. Barracks w/mess __._- 143 

5. Variations in estimates - 


3. Operations facility, SP. weapons 

4. Headquarters and Posen Build- 
in 


5. Hangar, ready. 
6. Hangar, alert__ 
7. Guard tower. 
8. Security fence_. 
9. Utilities. 
10. Stores, ammunition and shop _- 


! Savings on funded item to be applied to new requirements in fiscal year 1955. 
2 Unfunded authorization te be applied to like item in fiscal year 1955. 
2 Planning funds only—item deferred from program. 


Mr. Gippons. Mr, Chairman, | will briefly cover the facing sheet 
here. Itis Alexandria. Out total authorization so far is $10,637,000. 
The current construction program is $6,397,517. Our 1955 program 
is $5,852,000. Our total requirement for the station through 1955 
is $12,249,517. 

The authorization requested in the bill will be $1,613,000. 

These are the same totals as in our previous charts. Our total 
requirement through 1955 is the long bar. 

Our total authorizations to date is the gray portion. 

Our total construction program to date is the plain portion here. 

Our unused authorization is this [indicating] that amounts to the 
$4,239,000 that we can apply against our total 1955 requirement of 
$5,800,000, leaving $1, 613, 000 required in new authorizations. 

Now, our prior years’ authorizztions were obtained in three public 
laws—155,534, and 209. 


} 
| | $000 | Scope | $000 Scope $000 
55 |3, 973 | 825 | 97 | 122.5 
wa} LS | 435 
-----| 500.000 100 | 123. 120 | 24 376. 880 276 
150} 25 | | 197 
313 |9,800 | 892115,200 | 2223.8 
17 | 000 | 17 
-----|30, 000 8 000 | 
------| 4,300 | | 77 
| 4,000 38 | | 4,000 | 38 ; 
PUBLIC LAW 534 
50 | 959, 000 | 177 
34 | 15,700 | 2263 
928 | 18, 640 | 506 
143 2243 
| 
PUBLIC LAW 209 
|----- 15, 500 | 2 106 
1 | 
| 8,000 122 
| 960 | 291 
26, 800 407 -----} 26,800 | 407 
ab 22, 450 | 309 ; ; 22, 450 309 
ae 4 6 | 4 | 6 
1, 400 7 I. 1, 400 27 
Ls | 76 | LS 276 
32 1 | 33 
| 
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I have shown here the items of Public Law 155 which are the out- 
standing items. 

As we note on the last one here, the variations in estimates, we do 
have $1,174,000 that is available from pluses and minuses in the esti- 
mated amounts as applied to the current construction program. 

So that is one item in our favor. 

Now, to come back to the particular items that we would like to 
call attention to, the base communications building was originally 
authorized at 4,970 square feet. In our current construction program, 
we have found we can reduce that to 3,973 square feet. Which gives 
us a savings of $22,400 that may be applied to these new authoriza- 
tions without detriment to the program. 

Our receiver and transmitter buildings were originally authorized 
at 1,000 square feet total, two buildings. The 1952 program, Public 
Law 155, contains an item for navigational aids and the receiver and 
transmitter buildings that were contructed were charged against the 
authorization of navigational aids as a bookkeeping item, and this 
item here then shows no current construction program against it, 
and $17,000 available. 

Utilities: we had a savings of $49,000, which will be applied directly 
against utilities in the 1955 program. 

Similarly, land acquisition: the cost of that was lower than we 
anticipated. We have $76,000 left over there to apply against land 
acquisition in our 1955 program. 

The CuarrMan. I notice that these 3,200 acres are under lease— 
whom do you lease that from, Colonel? 

Colonel Price. Mr. Chairman, that is leased from the city of 
Alexandria at the moment. They are in the process of donating that 
entire amount to the Government, but the title has not yet been 
recorded. 

The CHarrMan. It is 6 miles west of the city, isn’t it? 

Colonel Pricr. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Hess. May I ask a question? 

The CHatRMAN.- Yes. 

Mr. Hess. Colonel, you are going to acquire 3,232 acres more, then? 

Colonel Pricr. No, sir. The land item in the present program is 
for the acquisition of mineral rights at the old Camp Claibourne Army 
range which has not been taken over. We own surface rights at the - 
present time. 

Mr. Hess. You are paying $12 an acre. 

Colonel Pricz. We are buying the mineral rights only for $12 an 
acre, 

The Cuatrman. This is the old Camp Claibourne site? 

Colonel Price. The item represented by No. 18 is the old Camp 
Claibourne range, yes, sir. 

The Cuarrman. Isn’t Beauregard down there, also? 

General WAsHBpourne. It is near there, Mr. Chairman. 

The CuHarrMan. It is near there? 

General WAsHBOURNE. Yes, sir. 

The Cuarrman. I see. 

Well, the city is contemplating donating it to you? 

Colonel Price. The city is in the process of donating the airbase 
proper. The land on which we are buying the mineral rights is not at 
the airbase. It is a bombing range in support of the airbase. 
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The Cuarrman. Oh. 

Mr. Duruam. Didn’t we own it originally and deed it to the city? 
We built it during the maneuvers, as I recall it. 

Colonel Price. | believe that is correct; yes, sir. 

The Cuarrman. Yes. We were down there in 1940. 

Mr. Duruam. They deeded it back to us. So they are not giving 
us anything. I thought we owned it. 

Mr. Bennerr. Glad to get it back anyway. 

The CuatrmMan. Go ahead. 

Mr. Grssons. The shop automotive is authorized for 25,000 square 
feet. We have in our current construction program 9,800. Which 
leaves us $223,000, which may be applied against the automotive 
shop addition that we have in the 1955 program. 

The remainder of the items down—storage of fuel oil or lubricating 
oil, motor fuel, bakery, administration building A10, and the shop 
reclamation, were authorized in Public Law 155 but never appropri- 
ated for. So that these items are of low priority and are not in the 
construction program due to lack of appropriations and that suthoriza- 
tion, in rather minor amount overall speaking, may be applied against 
our new program. 

Mr. CuarrMan. Why do you pay $4,000 for a quarter of an acre? 

Mr. Cunnincuam. That is right, $4,000. 

The Cuarrman. I was looking at page 236, there, item 21, that is a 
quarter of an acre. 

General WasHBourRNE. The $4,000 is shown as the unit price, Mr. 
Chairman. 

The Cuarrman. As the unit price, I see. 

Mr. Kiipay. Mr. Chairman, there is one item there that doesn’t 
amount to much money, but I think it brings up a rather large policy 
question. As I understand, you want to acquire the mineral rights? 

Colonel Price. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Krupay. Why? 

Colonel Price. Mr. Kilday, the former owners of this property, 
for reasons unknown to me, transferred surface rights to the Army 
for the use of Camp Claibourne. Based on experience in the other 
areas, it probably was on the assumption that the use of that land 
was temporary. Many of our World War II ranges are in that cate- 

ory. Now that it has developed that the services have used the 
aad * for some 12 or 15 years and plan to continue the use of them, 
the owners are desirous of either being in a position to exploit their 
mineral rights or to be compensated for those rights. 

The current use of this range as an air-to-ground gunnery range 
obviously precludes the exploiting of the underground rights, and 
yore sions we are asking for authority to buy out those mineral 
rights. 

Mr. Kiupay. Well, have they reserved the mineral rights in per- 
petuity or doesn’t the law of Louisiana provide that the mineral 
rights can’t be reserved for a period longer than 10 years? 

Colonel Price. I have not heard of that provision, Mr. Kilday. 

Mr. Kriipay. I am under the impression that there is such a law 
in the State of Louisiana. 

Mr. Smart. Let me go out and ask Mr. Ducander. He may know, 
being from Louisiana. 
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Mr. Kixpay. As I say, it is a very small amount of money, but this 
question of reservation of mineral rights by the Government when 
they transfer or the acquisition of mineral rights to the land that we 
now have the surface rights to is a very big policy question, and very 

avating. 
he CHAIRMAN. Yes. 

General WasHpourne. Yes, sir; many of the acres shown here in 
this book do involve the liquidation of such land interests on a great 
many acres, and as you say, it is a policy question which we are 
raising. Though the amount of money is not very much, the total 
amount of the acreage covered is a good deal. 

Mr. Duruam. It could rvia into quite much. 

Mr. Kixpay. If you hit one oilfield on 10 acres, you run into a lot 
of money. 

Mr. Duruam. There is oil all around this base. 

Mr. Cunnineuam. Mr. Chairman, I would like to have a point 
cleared up. 

Don’t you also mean when you say fee that that includes the 
minerals? 

Surely, we haven’t been approving the purchase of land here in fee: 
thas did not include mineral rights, have we? What is your policy on 
that: 

Colonel Prick. Mr. Cunningham, any project that has been 
ee for purchase in fee by the Air Force has been full fee simple 
title. 

I am not aware of the terms under which this land was acquired 
because it was acquired by the Army during World War II. But I do 
know that in many cases, where temporary, supposedly temporary 
requirement for a range in particular came up as a result of the war, 
that the owners were quite willing to make the use of their land 
available, but wanted to retain mineral rights, and many deals were 
made on that basis. 

Mr. CunninGcuam. Well, that is perfectly all right, if it so shows in 
these reports. 

Colonel Pricer. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Cunnineuam. But I am wondering, in view of the fact that 
down at Claibourne you now are asking to get the mineral rights, just 
what it showed originally when we got the surface. If it didn’t show 
in some report like this fee—— 

Colonel Price. I would 

Mr. CunninGuam. I wonder if we are being fooled on some of it. 
The gentleman from Texas raised the question. I think it is a good 
one. 

We ought to see exactly where we are going. 

Mr. Ketiener. The Army acquired a good bit of property, as. 
Colonel Price says, subject to mineral rights in anticipation of only 
a temporary use and only a surface use. And the whole policy here 
involved is just to make sure that no one is going to come in there and 
exploit the minerals at this time. : 

Mr. Cunnineuam. Mr. Kelleher, the reason I raised the question: 
In all of our experience in the subcommittee and everything I have 
seen in this book, I have never yet seen a notation, where we are 
purchasing something, only the surface. I wonder if when they use 
“fee,” we are getting the whole thing. 
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Colonel Price. Mr. Cunningham, | believe in our clearance forms 
which we submit to your subcommittee that we cover that in one 
way or the other. In every case, that I can recall, we have stated 
the value of the minerals if any, and included it in the problem. 

I might add that this 3,200 acres is a part of a range which consists 
of about 7,600 acres. It is scattered throughout the range, the 
scattered mineral rights that were reserved by the owners. 

Mr. CunninGHam. Colonel, while you are on that, and following 
out our chairman’s question awhile ago about the $4,000 for a quarter 
of acre, and you said that $4,000 was the unit price, is that the unit 
of 1 acre? 

Colonel Price. The $4,000 figure is arrived at by dividing the 
amount shown as the nearest thousand dollars above the anticipated 
price, which is in this case $1,000, divide it by 0.25. 

Mr. Cunnincuam. That is how you arrive at 1,000 in the next 
column? 

Mr. Ketiener. That is right, your right-hand column. 

Mr. Bares. $4,000. 

Mr. CunninGHAM. $4,000, and then you have $1,000 in the right- 
hand column. 

Colonel Price. In order to get an authorization for $100 or $15, we 
show $1,000 as the lowest figure which the system will kick into the 
print. 

Mr. Cunnincuam. Then go to the item above that, where it is, the 
quantity, 1 acre, and the price is $250. What is the unit on that? 

Colonel Price. In that particular instance, the unit price is $250, 
the lowest amount in thousands which we can show being $1,000. 

Mr. CunniINGHAM. right. 

Now, go to the first one, 3,233 acres. Your price per apparently 
is $12. Is that your unit price? 

Colonel Price, For the mineral rights; yes, sir. 

Mr. CunninGHam. Then how do you arrive at $39,000? 

Colonel Price. The actual cost is $38,489, as presently estimated, 
and the $12 is the--— 

Mr. Cunninouam. O. K., that clears up the question. 

The Cuarrman. Yes. 

Mr. Bares. Mr. Chairman, can I ask just one question— 

The CuarrMan. Right at this point, Bob, it seems to me you have 
to find out what the law of Louisiana is. 

Mr. Smart. Well, I checked that point with Mr. Ducander, who 
previously practiced in Louisiana, and he says it is his recollection that 
if reserve mineral rights are not exploited within a period of 10 years, 
they revert. So the question naturally arises, as Mr. Kilday said: 
Are we programing here an expenditure for something which may have 
already reverted. I think it will be necessary to find out exactly the 
situation on it. 

General WasHpourNe. We will be glad to do that, Mr. Smart. I 
would expect that the law would provide where they are prevented 
from exploiting those rights by military usage that they might have 
some relief from that 10-year period. We will have to check that up. 

The CHarrman. I wish you would. 

Mr. Bates. That was the point I wanted to ask. If they have 
mineral rights when we own the property, just what do those mineral 
rights represent? 
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Can they in fact get on the property without your consent? 

Mr. CunnincHam. Ingress and egress, sure. 

General Wasupournr. That is the problem we have in keeping 
those people off of their land because we are using it for range purposes 
and it is a hazard to life and limb to be on there under such usage. 

So we don’t permit the people to exploit their mineral rights, under 
the land interest that we own. 

Mr. Bares. And you can’t under the law prohibit them from 
exploiting these minersls? 

General Wasnsourne. Yes, sir. We physically bar them from 
going on the land when we are using it for range purposes. 

Mr. Bares. So as long as we actually own the surface there, we 
can prohibit them forever if we wanted to. 

General WAasHBpourRNe. Yes. 

Mr. Bares. Under the law. 

General WAsHBouRNE. Yes, could be. 

Mr. Cunnincuam. Well, General, but what about the law of the 
State, where the owner of the minerals has the right by law of ingress 
and egress? How can you get around that? 

Mr. Kevtiener. You buy him off for a period of time in that case, 
Mr. Cunningham, enter into a lease agreement. You want to de- 
scribe that, Colonel? 


Mr. Cunnincuam. I didn’t think the gentleman from Massa- 
chusetts’ question was fully answered. 

General WasHsourne. The provisions of the lease would cover the 
fact that he isn’t going there for the period of it. 

The CHarrMan. Let’s go ahead, and finish this presentation. 


Mr. Kiupay. We are going to get this cleared up, aren’t we? 

The Cuarrman. The General will check. 

General WasHpourne. Yes, sir, we would be glad to check on that 
point, of whether or not the terms of the military lease have an effect 
on the running of the State statute with respect to the 10-year period. 

Mr. Kixtpay. Mr. Brooks, of course, practices in Louisiana and 
knows the law as to reservation of rights. 

Is there a limitation? 

Mr. Brooks. Ten-year limitation. It is a servitude of Louisiana. 
It is not a right in the real estate. It is a servitude and it expires 
in ws years, unless it is used. If it is used, of course it goes on indefin- 
itely. 

Mr. Durnam. Used by whom? 

Mr. Brooks. Well, if you drill on it, and strike oil, it will continue 
indefinitely. 

Mr. Kinpay. I wanted to get the thing cleared up, not only on 
this because of this $39,000 not meaning anything—— 

The CuarrMan. It is a matter of overall policy. 

Mr. Kitpay. It is a matter of overall policy on reservations with or 
without acquisition of mineral rights both by the Government and by 
the purchaser. 

(The information is as follows:) 


MINERAL RIGHTS 
Air-to-Ground Gunnery Range, Alexandria Air Force Base, La. 


Under Louisiana law a land owner in conveying land may reserve mineral rights, 
however these rights must be exercised and exploration undertaken within 10 
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years or the mineral rights revert to the feeowner. _ Also-under existing Lotisiana 
statutes the fee owner of lands may retain impreseriptible mineral rights when 
transferring lands to the Federal Government. In other words, the 10 vear 
restriction on mineral rights ordinarily imposed by Louisiana law is not applicable 
in conveyance to the Federal Government. This right has been upheld by the 
Louisiana and Federal courts and provides that mineral exploration may be 
initiated at any time within the terms of the mineral reservation. A considerable 
— of the land which is the subject of this report was acquired by the Federal 

overnment subject to outstanding mineral rights and in the transfer documents 
to the United States Forest Service these rights do not expire until 1990. 

Mr. Gispons. We have two public laws left still with authoriza- 
tion in them, on Alexandria. 

Under Public Law 534, the main items there are storage for jet 
fuel, base operations control tower, aircraft maintenance hangar, and 
some barracks. The main savings is $506,000, which was obtained 
by reducing the scope of the maintenance hangar. 

The base operations control tower will be reduced in scope in the 
1955 program, to our standardized 8,250-square-foot building there. 
So this money here would apply directly to an item in the 1955 
program. 

The same is true of the barracks referral there, $243,000, which 
will be applied directly to additional barracks in the 1955 program. 

And Public Law 209 was primarily composed entirely of items 
necessary for a fighter defense squadron to be placed at Alexandria. 
And in the change in utilizations by the increase in the forces there 
has been a displacement of this unit at Alexandria into another area. 
All of these items, with the possible exception of the terminal stations 
and the security fence and utilities, are available for other use. 

The headquarters and operations building, a small unit organiza- 
tional building, also applies directly to the 1955 program. 

This terminal station here is a communications station and last 
year we programed $80,000 to provide buildings for it. We have 
found since that time that the equipment can be accommodated in the 
existing receiver and transmitter buildings, and this item is no longer 
needed then for this purpose and can be used against items in the 
1955 program. 

Mr. Bares. How does that barracks with mess vary from what 
you have in this particular program? 

Mr. Gippons. The barracks that we have in the 1955 program, 
if I remember correctly, sir, are 600 spaces now, and—I can remember 
the size of the mess. 

Mr. Bares. Two hundred? 

You have 200-men dormitory? 

Mr. Grssons. Two-hundred-men dormitory. 

Mr. Bates. That is all? 

Mr. Giszons. Right, sir. 

Mr. Bares. No mess. 

General WasHsourNeE. The difference, Mr. Bates, will be that 
these are provided as permanent-type barracks and those autherized 
in previous laws were semipermanent in character. 

Phe CuHairMAN. You are going to have a pretty good swimming 
pool there. $176,000. Is that for the pool alone? 

General WasHzpourNe. Yes, sir. That is the largest size pool, the 
82 by 106, I believe it is. 

Mr. Harpy. May I ask a question before he takes the chart away? 


4290 


The Cuatrman. Yes. 

Mr. Harpy. I just wanted to raise a question about the alert hang- 
ars. $309,000: how many planes will that take care of? 

General WasHpourne. That is a four stall standard alert hangar, 
Mr. Hardy. 

Mr. Harpy. It will take care of four planes. It has these auto- 
matic doors on it? 

General WasHBourNE. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Harpy. Four stall hangar—you mean it has four sets of doors? 

General Wasusourne. That is right; 4 sets of double doors, 2 in 
front—I mean 1 in the front and 1 in the back of each of the 4 stalls. 

Mr. Harpy. Has the Air Force considered, what is it, Mitchell 
Hangar—is that the name of it—for use as an alert hangar, the one 
that separates? 

Mr. Batrs. Mitchell Mobile. 

General WasHsourne. I know what you mean by the Mitchell 
Hangar, but I can’t say whether or not we have considered it for use as 
an alert hangar. 

Mr. Harpy. How long does it take you to open these doors? 

Colonel Moors. Thirty seconds, sir. 

General WasHBOURNE. 28 to 30 seconds. 

Mr. Harpy. 28 to 30 seconds. Are you sure that is right? 

General WasHpourne. Yes, sir. It may have been done in less, 
but that is about the design requirement. 

Mr. Kiupay. It is practically instantaneous. 

The CHarrMan. Without objection, Alexandria is approved. 

The next is Ardmore, Okla. 

General WasHpourne. That is page 37 of the bill, Mr. Chairman. 

The line items begin on page 238 of the Air Force Book. 

$506,000, to be added to Ardmore within existing authorization for 
six categories of operational items. 

The largest element is a noncommissioned officers’ club and a 
gymnasium. 

Mr. Durnam. What is your lease costing you there? 

General WasHpourNe. I didn’t understand the question. 

Mr. Durnam. What is your lease costing you there on your 
acreage? 

Colonel Price. $1 a year, sir. 

Mr. Duruam. I see you got ‘t all leased. 

The CHarrmMan. That is good. Without objection, Ardmore is 
approved. 

Go to Blytheville. 1 

Colonel Ropennavuser. The next base, Mr. Chairman, is Blythe- 
ville Air Force Base, at Blytheville, Ark., on page 38 of the bill, and 
page 240 of the Air Force program. 

“The facilities covered here are for airfield pavements, communica- 


tions, various navigational aids, soohaing airfield lighting, certain 


operational facilities, aircraft maintenance 
and utilities. : 

There are four items of real estate, the first being for 12.787 acres, 
at $48,000, and an easement right-of-way of 3 acres for 2,000, land- 
owned fee purchase of a quarter of an acre, and an avigation easement 
of 500 acres. 


acilities, training facilities, 
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Storage facilities amount to $127,000 and personnel facilities for 
$605,000, including a chapel, an airmen’s club, an NCO’s club, PX, 
recreational gymnasium, an outdoor swimming pool, and a base 
theater of 350 seats. 

The CxarkMan. This station was used during World War II; was 
it not? 

Colonel RopenHAuser. Yes, sir. 

The CHarrRMAN. Then it was deactivated for awhile, I think? 

Colonel RopENHAUSER. Correct, sir. 

The CuarrMan. And now it is brought back? 

Colonel RopennaAuser. Right, sir. 

The Cuarrman. It is very fertile cottonland, I might say to the 
gentleman from Ohio. 

They raise a bale and a half to 2 bales an acre down there. 

Colonel RopENHAUSER. Yes, sir. 

The CHarrMaAn. One of the richest. 

Mr. DurHam. You have a surplus there, Mr. Chairman. 

The Cuarrman. Mr. Kelleher. 

Mr. Keuueuer. | think, Mr. Chairman, you would be interested 
in that item of 12 acres at $3,750 an acre. That land was, I believe, 

reviously owned by the United States and disposed of after the war. 

t has two structures on it, a chapel and a school, and this is the 
reacquisition of some property that was disposed of without a recap- 
ture clause. Is that correct, general? 

Colonel Price. Yes. 

Mr. Cunnineuam. What did we get for it when we disposed of it? 

The CuarrMan. Ten cents. 

Mr. CunNINGHAM. We are paying $3,700 an acre. 

Mr. $4,750. 

Mr. CunninGHaAM. How many acres? 

Mr. Ketuiener. Three acres and a chapel were sold to the Gosnell 
Church at fair market value, which was $4,750, although it had cost 
$35,000. Nine acres, which included the school building, were sold 
to the Gosnell School District. The acquisition cost in that case was 
$69,000. Its fair value at the time of transfer was $23,000, but it was 
transferred under the law at 100 percent discount. 

So the total consideration to the Government was $4,750. 

Mr. Hess. $4,750? 

Mr. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Hess. Now we are paying $48,000 for it. 

Mr. Ke.uener. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Hess. That is pretty good business. 

Mr. Smart. You were right, 10 cents on the dollar, Mr. Chairman. 
{Laughter.] 

The CHarRMAN. Sometimes you are right without knowing it. 

Mr. Brooks. General, is this in reference to Mississippi—that is 
the county, isn’t it, Mississippi County? 

The Cuarrman. Yes, Mississippi County, Ark. 

Well, without objection we will approve Blytheville. 

We congratulate them on their business acumen. 

All this money is, of course, included in former authorizations? 

Colonel RopENHAUSER. Yes, sir. 

General WasHrourne. Yes, sir. 

The CuarrmMan. Next is Bunker Hill. 
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Colonel Ropennauser. Bunker Hill—— 

The CuarrmMan. At Peru, Ind. 

Colonel Ropennauser. At Peru, Ind., is on page 38 of the bill and 
is on page 243 of the Air Force program. 

Mr. CunntneHaM. May I interrupt here, Mr. Chairman? We 
have had that before the subcommittee. We made a report to the 
full committee, which was approved. We ordered condemnation of 
the land there; isn’t that right, general? 

General WasHBOURNE. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Cunnincuam. The condemnation, as I understand, proceedings 
have not yet been instituted? 

General WasnsourNne. That is correct. Those were on prior land 
acquisitions. This is an addition. 

Mr. CunninGHAM. You mean what we had the hearing on was a 
prior land acquisition instead of this? 

Mr. Yes, sir. 

General WAsHBOURNE. Yes, sir. 

Mr. CunninGuam. This is something additional? 

General WASHBOURNE. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Cunnincuam. Excuse me. Go right ahead. 

Mr. Durham. We are acquiring some new land there. 

Mr. Bares. We already had the authorization and the funds for 
the other. Otherwise, we wouldn’t have been considering it. 

General Wasnpourne. I don’t believe I understood your comment, 
Mr. Bates. 

Mr. Bares. I said you must have had the authorization and the 
funds available for the other property, otherwise we wouldn’t have 
even considered it. 

General WasHBourNeE. Yes, sir; that is right. 

There was land authorized in the 1953 program and some more 
in the 1954 program. 

Mr. Cunnincuam. Then, if we authorize this today, that will not 
in any way jeopardize or change what we have done heretofore in the 
subcommittee and which was approved by this committee. 

General WasHsourne. That is right. 

The CuHarrMan. We own 

Mr. CunninGuaM. Is that the way you understand it, Mr. Kelleher? 

Mr. Yes, sir. 

General Wasnsourne. The Navy transferred 2,100 acres approxi- 
mately to the Air Force. or is about to do so. I believe that transfer 
has actually been completed. And we are trying to buy the difference 
in order to expand the field from its World War II purpose to the jet 
operations now contemplated. 

The Cuarrman. All right. 

Mr. Durnam. You are asking for about how many new acres? 
a apres or 1,000 acres? You are acquiring how much more land 

ere? 

Colonel Price. This requirement for 950 acres, that first item, 
No. 18, is for avigation easements only over the approach zones on 
both ends of two runways. 

Mr. Duruam. You are buying that outright, aren’t you, at that 
price? 

General Wasnsourne. No, sir. This is an avigation easement. 

Mr. Durnam. An avigation easement? 
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General WasHBpourne. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Duruam. How long does that contract run? 

General WasneourNe. That is a perpetual easement. 

Mr. Durnam. Is that on a yearly basis here? 

General WasHrourne. No, sir. This is the total amount required 
to purchase perpetual avigation easement. 

Mr. Duruam. $169,000? 

General WasHBouRNE. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Harpy. Mr. Chairman, | notice two items that I presume are 
similar to items in these other authorizations. But they have to do 
with paving for parking. You have $48,000 for a parking area in- 
eluded in your utilities. You have $66,000 for paving a motor-pool 
storage. ‘That sounds to me like an awful lot of money to spend for 
pavement to sit automobiles on. 

Mr. Brooks. That is airplanes, isn’t it? 

Colonel Ropennauser. No, sir, Mr. Brooks, these are parking 
areas for motor vehicles. As you know, the motor vehicle population 
of our larger bases is quite extensive. You must have some places to 
put them. These parking areas generally are not in one large block 
of parking area but are scattered throughout the base at various 
parking locations to accomodate those vehicles. 

Mr. Harpy. Is your motor pool all in one place? 

General WasHBounNne. Our motor pool is all in one place, yes, sir. 
That is for, of course, the official vehicles. 

Mr. Harpy. That is right. How many official vehicles are you 
going to have on that post? 

General Wasnpourne. On this base there would be I would say 
roughly at least 150, Mr. Hardy, at least. 

I can get the éxact figure on this station or any other one that you 
would like. It varies from station to station. But I would say there 
would be at least 150 large-sized Government motor vehicles involved 
here. 

Mr. Harpy. Don’t you have any closed garage area down there 
that you are going to keep some of them in? 

General WasHpourne. Well, that would be the repair shop only, 
sir, when they were in there for service and that type of thing. 

Mr. Harpy. You are going to spend $66,000 just for an open 
parking area to park official cars that belong on that station? 

General WasHBoURNE. $48,000 of that would be private vehicles, 
sir. 
Mr. Harpy. Well, now, that is in addition to the $66,000 if I read 
this correctly. 

General Wasupourne. That is right, sir. 

Mr. Harpy. 48 thousand is for private vehicles? 

General Wasnnourne. Right. 

Mr. Harpy. Whom do they belong to? 

General WasHspourne. They belong to the personnel on the base 
and those civilian employees who work there. 

Mr. Harpy. You know how many parking spaces are provided 
in that $48,000? 

General WasuBourne. It looks like about 333, sir. Roughly 350 
vehicles. 

Mr. Harpy. You have no parking areas on the base now? 
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General WasHpourne. There is some, sir, but it is scattered all 
over the base and is not in general the right locations for the new 
construction. 

Mr. Harpy. Mr. Chairman, I won’t pursue it any further, but it 
looks like to me like we are spending $143,000 just to pave the parking 
areas for automobiles on a base that has been in existence for a long 
period of time. 

General WasHBourne. Mr. Chairman, this motor vehicle parking 
item will appear in the program several times. This is the first time 
the committee has brought up a discussion of it. 

Mr. Harpy. The first time I picked it up, General. 

General WasHpourne. Yes, sir. The automobile population on 
some of our larger bases is up as high as 7,500 vehicles. The congestion 
of those privately owned vehicles on the roads and streets of the bases 
is a very serious administrative problem, with some hazard attached 
to it. 

The CHairMAn. It certainly is. 

General WasHBourNgE. We have for the last 2 years tried to come 
up with a proper solution of handling privately owned vehicles on 
the roads and streets and have concluded that we have to set a mili- 
tary requirement to build parking off the streets so that we can handle 
those vehicles that have properly registered and have a place on the 


e. 

I don’t like to represent that our officers and airmen are all owning 
automobiles, but the fact is that an increased number of the officers 
and airmen have a private automobile which they want to bring on- 
to the base and keep there overnight. And the problem of putting 


them somewhere is what we are up against. 

The CuarrmMan. And with the transfer, they often left the old car 
on the base and that creates another problem for you, what in the 
world to do with it. 

General WasHBourRNE. Well, unless the car is properly registered 
and insured in accordance with the local law they can’t bring it on 
the station. That is another problem. But these are the automo- 
biles that the population of the base have and use all the time. 

The CuarrmMan. Without objection, Bunker Hill is approved. 

Go to New Mexico. 

Colonel RopenHAusER. The next station, Mr. Chairman, is Clovis 
Air Force Base, at Clovis, N. Mex., on page 38 of the bill and begin- 
ning on page 246 of the Air Force program book. 

he bill as presented to the committee here encompasses the 
provision of certain improvements to the airfield pavements, liquid 
fuel storage in the form of hydrant facilities in the amount of 
$1,108,000, some communication navaids, .troop housing and messing 
which is to replace existing T—O buildings to the extent of one-half of 
what our requirement is there, in the amount of $1,024,000. 

There are 5 units of officers appropriated funds housing, utilities, 
and $4,000 for land items, encompassing a restrictive easemient for 35 
acres in the amount of $1,000 and land easement right-of-way of 3 
acres in the amount of $2,000 and land-owned fee purchase of a quarter 
of an acre for $1,000, whichis for a TACAN facility. There is a cold- 
storage building and an explosive storage igloo in the amount of 
$183,000 and a security fence. The total amount of the authorization 
is $2,748,000. 
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Mr. Duruam. What is your leased acreage costing you there? 

Colonel Ropennauser. I didn’t understand your question, sir. 

Mr. Durnam. What is your leased acreage there costing you? 

Colonel Price. The principal area leased is for a gunnery range of 
5,400 acres at $8,000 per year. 

The balance of the leases in this same gunnery range run to about 
$900 per year, something under $10,000 for the gunnery range. 

Mr. Bates. Why does it cost $2,000 more per unit for family 
housing here than it does at Peru, Ind.? 

Colonel Ropennauser. These are the estimates, Mr. Bates, that 
we receive for the construction of these types of units at these specific 
locations. 

Mr. Bates. I should think —— 

Colonel Ropennauser. The cooling at Clovis would appear to 
represent the difference because of the difference in climate between 
the two bases. 

Mr. Bares. Well, I should think that that would militate against 
your argument. I should think in Indiana it would be cooler, and 
so forth, in the wintertime than it would be in New Mexico, and there- 
fore you would have to have certain basement costs that you wouldn't 
have to have in Clovis, N. Mex. 

Colonel Ropennauser. This is evaporative cooling at Clovis, 
N. Mex., sir, which would have to be installed in these sets of quarters 
in order to make them livable down there. 

Mr. Bares. You have those in the individual units? ; 

Colonel Roprnnavuser. They also, of course, have to have heating 
down there for the colder days of the winter, so that you have that 
over and above your heating problem in the North as well, you see. 

Mr. Bares. They tell me, it gets a little cold down there in Indiana, 


Colonel Ropennauser. That is right, but you have to have heat- 
ing in both places, is my point, and in addition at Clovis you have to 
have the cooling of evaporative coolers. You have to have your 
heating in both places, sir, both in New Mexico and in Indiana, and 
in addition the evaporative cooling in New Mexico. 

Mr. Bares. I should think your foundation cost up in the North 
would certainly offset your cooling system, which is a very inexpensive 
one down there. 

Colonel Ropennavser. Relatively. It doesn’t, of course, approach 
the cost of straight air conditioning. 

The Cuatrman. I think the problem of transportation, too, might 
increase the cost. 

General WasHnourne. Mr. Bates, your point is well taken, I 
think. In fact these estimates on these family housing units have 
been insufficient nearly at every place. There are 10 bases that we 
can’t even touch the construction with the estimates that were origi- 
nally authorized for them and we haven’t built any houses yet. 

Mr. Bates. Particularly in the North. 

General WasHsourNe. I don’t say they are confined to the North. 
They are all over the place. There are some in the South, too. 

The Cuarrman. Mr. Bray 

General WasHpourNeE. These unit estimates on family quarters are 
generally much lower than the costs have been. 

Mr. Bray. Never mind. 
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The Cuarrman. Mr. Kelleher. 

Mr, Keuiener. General, are you going to run into any difficulty 
on this $15,000 figure for the famil housing in view of the ‘limitations 
placed last year, and I understand will be placed again this year, on 
the maximum costs for family housing? Last year I think a general 
could have a $14,040 house and it goes down to $10,040 for enlisted 
personnel. 

Are you going to have any difficulty in that respect? This would 
exceed the cost limitation for a general’s house under the limitation 
placed in the appropriation act. 

General WasHBourne. I am not sure, Mr. Kelleher. We may 
have a double limitation on the matter between the two laws. 

Mr. Smarr. Mr. Chairman. 

The Caarrman. Mr. Smart. 

Mr. Smarr. In recent days I have had a conference with a staff 
member of the House Committee on Appropriations regarding the 
space limitation provisions in the bill. That was one of the provi- 
sions which came up. I told that gentleman that we would handle 
the matter by space limitation rather than monetary limitation, that 
our existing limitation was 1,080 but that I was confident that the 
Bureau of the Budget had approved 1,250 for general officers. 

Now this 1,250 will setualy be meaningless unless the Appropria- 
tions Committee does vary upward their present limitation. So it is 
just a matter yet to be resolved as to whether the Appropriations 
Committee gives on it. But I have pointed out that I think the 
better way to control it is by space limitation rather than dollar 
limitation because the dollar limitation varies from year to year and 
it may become utterly meaningless, but the space limitation is a 
continuing thing which is also firm. 

The CuarrMan. Without objection, Clovis is 

Mr. Kitpay. Of course the thing you have to overcome there is the 
traditional situation. 

Back before the war, you know, we always limited quarters on the 
basis of cost exclusive of land and utilities, and we had as between 

eneral officers and field officers. So you have to overcome what has 
ee done around here for a years. 

The CuarrMan. Without objection, “ees is approved. 

Donaldson Air Force Base, rood 

Colonel RopenHAUsER. The next base, Ny Chairman, is Donaldson 
Air Force Base, on page 39 of the bill and page 249 of the Air Force 
program. Specifically $771,000 in new authorization is requested in 
the bill. The principal amount required in this program is for airfield 
pavements at Donaldson in the amount of $2,303,000, a TACAN 
station and a communications and nav aids, a new hangar for warm 
climate—6 of those at $70,000 apiece, utilities, 3 land items—1 a 
restrictive easement, | a right-of-way easement, and a quarter of an 
acre in fee purchase, and a parac ‘hute shop. The total amount of the 
authorization involved is $3,077,000 as opposed to the total that we 
have in the bill here of $2, 677,000, 

The CHarrMan. $3 million what? 

Colonel RopenHAuser. $3,077,000, sir. 

The CHarrman. Yes. 

Colonel Ropennavser. In authorization. 
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That was occasioned, sir, by a change in pavement prices for items 
2, 3, and 4, which increased from $6.50 as printed in the book to $8. 

So $1,171,000 will have to be authorized in lieu of the $771,000 
requested here, sir. 

Mr. Smarr. 1,000,000 what? 

Colonel Ropennavser. $1,171,000 in new authorization. 

The All right. 

You have figures on that Sedalia Air Force Base, changing from 
10 to 25? 

General WAsHBOURNE. Yes, sir. We have. 

The CuarrMan. While we are on that, now is a good time to bring 
it in. 

General WasuxBourne. The figures I will give the committee repre- 
sent a flash estimate of the district engineer obtained over the tele- 
phone and are the best information that he can get together in that 
short period. 

With respect to increasing the construction standard at Sedalia to 
cover 1954 and prior years’ work, he would like to have $1,025,000 
added to the authorization. The fiscal year 1955 requirement must 
be increased by $153,000. 

The changes that would be necessary in the bill are these: 

Page 27, line 1, delete $2,590,000 and insert $2,743,000. 

Line 2, delete $1,299,000 and insert $274,000. 

In line 3, delete $1,291,000 and insert $2,469,000. 

Mr. Kinpay. What is that percentagewise, roughly? 

General WasHpourNe. On the total increase it is 6 percent. On 
the increase for the specific projects it appears to be 13 percent. 

Mr. Krupay. That is changing from 10 to 25 year construction? 

General WAasHBouRNE. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Kilday. It is an overall increase or six percent? 

General Washbourne. Six percent. 

The CHarrMan. Without objection we will accept that and also ap- 
prove Donaldson Air Force Base; at Greenville. 

Eglin Auxiliary Field 

Colonel Ropennavuser. Mr. Chairman the next base is Eglin Auxil- 
iary, at Hurlburt, Fla. It is on page 39 of the bill and begins on page 
251 of the Air Force program. 

Specifically we are not asking for new authorizations in this bill but 
for reprograming of existing authorizations. The principal amount 
is for liquid fuel storage facilities, in the form of hydrants and an 8- 
inch liquid fuel pipeline, navigational and communication aid, an 
operations squadron building, a shop engine built-up building, 5 sets of 
apppropriate officers quarters, $287,000 for utilities, a 6-chair dental 
clinic, various storage facilities for ammunition 

Mr. Durnam. What do you call utilities there? What is included 
in that, do you know? 

Colonel RopennAvuser. Those would go with the new structures 
being placed on the station, Mr. Durham, to accommodate the running 
of utilities to them, sir. 

The CuarrmMan. How large an acreage, Colonel? 

Colonel Price. Mr. Chairman, this field is located on the main 
reservation of Eglin Air Force Base. It is within the boundary— 
465,000 acres—of Eglin Air Force Base. 

Mr. Durnam. We owned the land to start with. 
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Colonel Price. Beg your pardon, sir? 

Mr. Durnam. We owned the land to start with? 

Colonel Price. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Duruam. Nobody knows how many acres there are there? 

Colonel Price. It has never been surveyed, that is correct. 

The CaarrMan. It is a huge thing, Mr. Smart. 

Mr. Smarr. Have you had to abandon any of your existing sites 
down there because of unsettled soil conditions? 

General Wasnpourne. I don’t know of any, Mr. Smart, in con- 
nection with the Eglin complex. 

Mr. Smarr. The reason | brought that question up: there has been 
some difficulty ove: around Pensacola with the Navy base, presumably a 
part of which was attributable to bad soil conditions, and in connection 
with the discussion of that I had heard that some similar discovery 
had occurred on some part of air operations at Eglin. I would just 
like to clarify it one way or the other. 

Colonel Haas. They have not abandoned any structure in Eglin, 
Mr. Smart. I was there for 2 vears. 

Mr. Smart. That is all, thank you. 

Mr. Brooks. General, if you are through at that point, with this 
dental facilities—six chairs you say? 

Colonel RopENHAUSER. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Brooks. Is that the total number of dentists that will be at 
the base? 

Colonel Ropennauser. No, sir. We figure that one dentist can 
handle at least two chairs, sir. 

In other words, each chair does not represent a dentist. 

Mr. Brooks. Three dentists, then? 

Colonel Ropennavuser. Yes. 

Mr. Brooks. And for that size population, it will certainly include 
the femilies, too? 

Colonel Ropenunauser. Yes, sir, 

Mr. Brooks. The immediate families? 

Colonel Ropennauser. Right, sir. 

The CHarrRMAN. Without objection, Eglin is approved. 

Foster Air Force Base. 

Colonel RopenuauserR. The next base is Foster Air Force Base, 
at Victoria, Tex., at page 39 of the bill and beginning on page 254 of 
the Air Force program. 

Here the Air Force owns 1,145 acres and leases—is that a lease of 
318? 

Colonel Price. No; no leases. 

Colonel Ropenuauser. The Air Force owns 1,463 acres at Foster, 
Mr. Chairman. The amount of this request is for no new authoriza- 
tion, but a reprograming in the amount of $1,378,000, to include a 
firing-in butt and taxiway access to that butt, some hydrants for 
liquid fuel, a navigational aid, warn TACAN obs station, some utili- 
ties and several land items, seven to be exact—an avigation easement 
in the amount of 134 acres for $3,000, a restrictive easement for 182 
acres for $6,000, a right-of-way easement for 3 acres for $2,000, and 
four items for the fee purchase of land the first of which is 197 acres 
at $33,000, a quarter of an acre for $1,000 which is again for the 
TACAN station, and 60 acres at $7,000, and then 76 acres for $69,000. 
This last figure includes relocations and improvements on land and 
hence accounts for the difference in valuation for that unit. 
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Mr. Bates. Could you tell us about that road there, Colonel? 

Colonel Ropenunauser. The 2 miles of road, sir. 

Mr. Bares. Tell us something about the price. 

What kind of a road are going to put in there? A gravel road or 
what? 

Colonel RopenHAuseR. This would be just a graded road; yes, sir. 

Mr. Bares. $5,000? 

Colonel RopenHauser. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Bates. How about all these other roads that you indicated, 
for $50,000, $55,000, or $60,000? 

Colonel Ropennauser. They are graded and paved roads, sir, 
of varying widths, depending on the type, whether it is a primary 
road or a secondary road on the base. 

Mr. Bares. This is not to be paved? 

Colonel Ropennauser. That is right, sir. 

Mr. Smarr. One question, Mr. Chairman. 

The CHatrMan. Yes. 

Mr. Smarr. This is a general question. Perhaps I should have 
asked it when we were going through SAC or ADC. But I reeall 
2 years ago that the Senate committee struck out these automatic 
jet hydrants for refueling, either struck them out or reduced them = 
about half, on the premise that you had overprogramed them, No. i, 
and that No. 2, the bugs were not yet worked out of them and tha: 
they were not efficient. 

Do you now have a firm position on (1) is it efficient enough that 
you can fully rely upon it, and (2) how many hydrants would be 
allotted to a particular type base? 

General WasHspourne. Mr. Smart, that subject is still under active 
discussion. 

We have built a great many of these. The designs are getting 
better and better. The bugs are not all out, especially with resvect 
to the necessary equipment that is hooked on to the hydrants. That 
is being improved. The procurement is being improved both in 
quality and quantity. 

The CHarrman. And in price. The price has come down, has it? 

General WasHrourNe. Yes, sir; the price is being improved as we 
learn better how to build them and get better competition among the 
contractors. 

Mr. Duruam. Item 14 on Foster there. Why is that land costing 
so much? 

Colonel RopennAuser. That is the item, Mr. Durhem, that I 
mentioned has relocations and improvements in connection with it. 

Mr. Durnam. Houses and everything else on it? 

Colonel Ropennavser. Colonel Price can give you the details on 
that, sir. 

Mr. Durnam. $69,000 there for 76 acres. 

Colonel Ropennauser. Right, sir. 

Mr. Duruam. It is high-priced land. 

Colonel Price. Included in this item, Mr. Durham —— 

‘Mr; Duruam. It must have alot of buildings on it. Go ahead. 

Mr. Kitpay. What was it? 

Colonel Pricr. There is a privately owned road and a canal, sir, 
which must be relocated in order to extend this primary runway. 
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Mr. Durnam. You have to spend it on a road, then, and not on 
the purchase of the land, is that correct? 

Colonel Price. That is correct, sir. Included in this unit cost is 
the cost of relocating a private road and a canal. 

Mr. Duruam. Well, that makes the difference of course. 

Colonel Price. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Bates. That is not the road up above? 

Colonel Price. No, sir. 

Colonel Ropennavuser. No, sir, it has nothing to do with that, sir. 

The CuarrMan. Without objection, Foster is approved. 

Mr. Bares. You say you are going to change a canal there, too? 

Mr. Smart. Yes. 

Colonel Ropennasver. Mr. Chairman, the next base is George 
Air Force Base, at Victorville, Calif., on page 39 of the bill and 
beginning on page 257 of the Air Force program. 

Specifically, we are asking for $4,774,000 in new authorization to 
cover airfield pavements, liquid fuel storage, communication and 
navaid, operations facilities, aircraft-maintenance facilities includi 
a new base maintenance hangar, training facilities for an air-to-groun 
gunnery range, utilities, five real estate items, storage facilities, 
personnel facilities in the form of an airmen’s club and a recreational 
gymnasium, certain administrative facilities and shop facilities. 

The total authorization is $5,140,000. 

The CuarrMan. What about your water supply there? 

Mr. Brooks. You got an average maximum temperature of 100 
You need a lot of water. 

Mr. Kixpay. 3,200 feet in the air, though. 

General WAsHpourNe. Yes, sir; there are a great number of evap- 
orative coolers kept in operation at George and they consume above- 
average quantities of water. I am not aware of any difficulty with 
the overall water supply problem at George. 

The Cuarrman. Fine. 

Mr. Bares. How about item 15, General? You are going to run 
$1,100 an acre. 

Colonel Price. That is for the extension of the runway, Mr. Bates. 

Mr. Bares. You have a road and a canal here, too? 

Colonel Price. No, sir. There is, however, a chicken farm there 
that is going to have to be relocated, included in the cost of this item. 

Mr. jan Bape They are paying well for the chickens. 

The CuarrMan. Without objection, George is approved. 

Go to Langley. 

Colonel Ropennavuser. Mr. Chairman, the next base is Langley 
Air Force Base, at Hampton, Va., on page 40 of the bill and page 260 
of the Air Force program. poy 

Specifically we are not asking for new authorization but reprogram- 
ing of existing authorization in the amount of $2,534,000, to cover 
airfield pavements, liquid fuel storage, communication and navaid, 
operations facilities, a new base maintenance hangar, family housin 
in the form of modification of existing housing at‘ base, 483 sets o 
airmen’s housing and 65 sets of officers’ housing, utilities, real estate 
item—total amount of $2,534,000. 

The Cuarrman. Which has already been authorized. 

Myr. Brooxs. General, may I ask a question or two about this 
base? Is this to increase the size of it? 
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General WasHBourne. No, sir; there is no increase in the physical 
— of the station and practically no change in the number of 
people. 

Mr. Brooks. I see your real estate there on 3 acres, isn’t it? 

Colonel Ropennauser. That is an easement, sir. 

Mr. Brooks. Is that an easement, sir? 

Colonel Ropennauser. Right-of-way. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Brooks. What is that for? 

General WAsHspourne. A navigation aid. 

Mr. Brooks. Covering the approach? 

Colonel Hass. No, sir. That is part of the TACAN system which 
will be part of a worldwide communication navigational network. 
That appears throughout the program there. 

Mr. Prooks. Does it require that much easement? 

Colonel RopenHAusSER. Yes, sir. That is for access to the site. 
The actual site itself, sir, is for a quarter of an acre. 

Mr. Brooks. Langley has been there so long it would look like you 
would be pretty well stabilized on that. 

Colonel Ropenuauser. This more than likely, sir, will be offbase 
some distance, maybe 5 or 10 miles from the base, and therefore 

Mr. Brooks. Now let me ask you about the modification of family 
housing. What are you going to do it to? 

You are going to spend $232,000 there. 

Mr. Gissons. The first item, sir, item No. 7, for 132 family quar- 
ters, is a conversion of the old worn-out coal furnaces to oil. 

The second item—— 

Mr. Brooks. That is an improvement, certainly. 

Mr. Grspons. Is in entirely different area, and it is 351 units, coal 


to gas. 
The third item is again coal to oil. 

. Brooks. Change from coal to oil. 
. Gippons. Right, sir. 
. Brooks. And coal to gas? 
. Grspons. Right, sir. 
. Brooks. You used gas for heat? 
. Grppons. That is right. 
. Brooks. That is certainly progress, too. 

I want to ask you something now. 

I was down there about 10 days ago and you got that area there, 
that peninsula area, pretty well crowded with installations. This is 
one of the original installations there and I assume you are just 
maintaining it the same size? 

Colonel Ropennauser. Yes, sir. And this as you know is the 
headquarters of the Tactical Air Command based there. 

Mr. Brooks. But you don’t have that in this book here. 

Mr. Kiipay. It shows. 

Mr. Brooks. Does it? 

Is this the personnel of the headquarters? 

Colonel Ropennavuser. This includes the personnel of the head- 
quarters and of the units stationed at Langley Air Force Base; yes, sir. 

Mr. Bares. General, these modifications that we have been making, 
that we have discussed before: are those ordinarily for heating pur- 
poses or is it for renovation or what? 

Colonel Ropennavuser. Heating, sir, modifying the existing—— 
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Mr. Bates. Well, is that so through the book? 

_ Colonel Ropennauser. No, sir. It would be by specific locations, 
sir. 

Mr. Barss. I understand that. But where they are mentioned— 
is that what is taking place, or does this take the place of station A 
allotments? 

Colonel Ropennauswr. Some are structural changes,:sir, in some 
of the bases. 

Mr. Bares. 1 don’t recall seeing these in prior vears, at least I 
don’t remember them. I know that station A funds are kind of 
short. I just wonder whether we are diverting some money into this 
particular thing that will increase the A allotments? 

General WasHsBourNne. Mr. Bates, when these projects are of the 
scope that involves a major construction project, such as this, we try 
to put them in the public works program, and when they are minor and 
limited they are taken care of out of the maintenance and operations 
program. 

In this year’s bill there was a discussion with the Secretary of 
Defense as to the dividing line between things that we have put in 
public works and those that will be taken care of in the maintenance 
and operations program. 

Generally, it was decided that we would make the dividing line at 
about $25,000. That is generally the way the projects were either 
put in or left out. 

Mr. Bares. Now, is that new this year? I don’t remember 
modification—— 

General WasHsourne. Not entirely new. We have had always 
the argument of what rehabilitation and repair work should go in the 
public works, and generally the decision has been that only when we 
are opening up at a reactivated base would we put rehabilitation in 
the public works. But of course that decision involves putting into 
the maintenance and operations programs an increasing accumulation 
of such work. f 

Mr. Bares. I know. It is like the fight between research and 
production. If you don’t get it one place, you get it somewhere else. 

General WasHrourRNe. Well, if I remember correctly, the amount 
of that work that went into the maintenance and operations account 
in the 1955 program was either $15 or $18 million, not a large amount. 

Mr. Harpy. Mr. Chairman, I would like to commend them for 
putting this in here. I would like to know what they are doing down 
there. 

Mr. Brooks. So would we. 

Mr. Harpy. I think it is a fine idea to have it in here and probably 
would be a very good idea to make a change; I think all too often they 
cover up real construction in the so-called maintenance funds. I am 
happy to see it. 

he CaarrMan. Without objection, Langley is approved. 

Next is Larson Air Force Base. 

Mr. Rivers. If*Mr. Hardy congratulates you, I certainly want to 
join in on it. 

Mr. Brooks. Yes. It is seldom that you get congratulatory words 
out of the gentleman. 

Mr. Bares. Those are rare tributes. 

The Cuareman. All right. Larson Air Force Base. 
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Colonel Ropennavser. Larson Air Force Base, Moses Lake, Wash., 
page 40 of the bill and beginning on page 263 of the Air Force program. 

Specifically we are asking for a reprograming of $1,890,000 of 
authorization to cover airfield pavements, base communications, some 
nose hangars, utilities, two real estate items for a navigational aid 
facility, a ready rocket storage building and shop facilities. 

The CHatrman. Without objection, Larson is approved. 

No new authorizations asked. 

Colonel Ropennavser. Lawson Air Force Base, Columbus, Ga., 
on page 40 of the bill and beginning on page 265 of the Air Force 
program. Specifically we are asking for the reprograming of $3,250,000 
in existing authorization of $1,219,000 in new authorization. 

This is to cover airfield pavements in the amount of $2,110,000, 
communications and navaid facilities, aircraft maintenance facilities, 
troop housing and messing in the form of airmen dormitory for 200 
men, utilities, storage facilities, administrative facilities in the form 
of a security fence, and shop facilities. 

Total amount of authorization, $4,469,000. 

The CrarrMan. This is at Fort Benning, isn’t it? 

Colonel Ropennauser. Yes, sir; at Fort Benning. 

Mr. Devereux. Mr. Chairman, may I ask a question? Do you 
have any fighter-bomber groups or squadrons there? 

General WasHpourne. At Fort Benning; no, sir. 

Mr. Devereux. Could you support one with these facilities? 

General WasHBourNE. One second, sir. 

It appears that a fighter-bomber mission could be put in here with 
the field at Lawson, General Devereux. 

Mr. Devereux. Where is your nearest fighter-bomber field to 
Benning, do you know? 

General WasHBouRNE. Moody or Turner—I mean—— 

Mr. Devereux. How far away are they? 

General WasHnourNE. About 200 miles, I would say offhand, Mr. 
Devereux. About 200 miles. 

Mr. Harpy. Mr. Chairman, may I ask just a quickie here? 

The CHarrMan. Yes. 

Mr. Harpy. General, I notice again we have some pavement for 
your motor pool. And I also notice that you have a lump-sum item 
for utilities. Now we have had a good many of these lump-sum items 
for utilities and I would just like to know whether there is any paving 
included in that for parking area? 

General Wasusourne. Mr. Chairman, the utilities items are 
composed of the following projects: 4,500 feet of drainage line, 3,000 
feet of above-ground electric distribution line primary, 1,670 feet of 
electric line secondary, 0.89 mile of access road, 4,570 feet of sewage 
disposal main, 4,325 feet of paved concrete sidewalk, and 2,430 feet 
of water mains. 

Mr. Harpy. I just asked whether or not you had any parking in 
there, and you told me apparently. 

General WasHpourne. No, sir; there is no parking in that item in 
addition to the one shown. 

Mr. Harpy. Well, now, just one other question. You are providin 
a new paved motor pool. What have you been using for motor poo 
there before? 
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General WasHpourne. The inventory on the base, Mr. Hardy, 
shows that the existing motor pool pavement is unserviceable and 
requires replacement. I don’t have the details beyond that statement 
in the inventory. 

Mr. Harpy. That is all right. So you are going to replace what you 
have now. 

General WAsHBOURNE. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Harpy. It has to be replaced. 

General WasHpourne. According to the inventory of the station, 
that is the way it is. 

Mr. Devereux. General, have you gotten straightened out down 
there about what part belongs to the Army and what part belongs to 
the Air Force? 

General WasHBouRNE. No, sir, we have not come up with a deci- 
sion and an agreement on the boundaries between the Lawson Field 
and Fort Benning. 

Mr. Devereux. And what part you are responsible for as far as 
maintaining and what part the Army is responsible for? 

General Msansnenien There is a local agreement with respect to 
which departments maintains one of the facilities both facilities, but 
there is no formal agreement on the jurisdictional boundary. 

Mr. Rivers. Let’s go on. 

The CuarrMan. Yes, without objection, Lawson is approved. We 
will now hear from Congressman Abbitt who wishes to speak concern- 
Pickett, Va. 

fr. Appirr. Mr. Chairman, I appreciate the opportunity of pre- 
senting to your committee a statement in connection with the Military 
Public Works Program for fiscal 1955. I am particularly interested in 
this program due to the fact that I have been closely attached within 
the past few months to a single problem in the vast military facilities 
problem. I realize that this committee has before it a bil which 
embodies proposed expenditures on bases strung around the world. 
This bill, including suggested expenditures on just about every kind of 
hase in our military program, deserves and is getting careful con- 
sideration in view of our desire to remain strong militarily and at the 
same time to promote economies wherever possible. It is for this 
reason that I am taking this means of bringing to the committee’s 
attention one item, though small, which I feel has a great deal more 
significance than appears on the surface. 

On March 31 I wrote the chairman a rather lengthy letter calling 
his attention my efforts to have the military pay particular attention 
to the facilities now available at Camp Pickert, Va. As the com- 


mittee is aware, Camp Pickett is one of a number of Army installa- 

tions throughout the country which are placed in a deactivated status 

due to the deemphasis on Army strength. Secretary of the Army 

Robert T. Stevens has testified, I believe, that the current program 

places on deactivation 13 Army camps up to the present time which 
y 


total 375,000 man spaces. Approximately one-tenth of these spaces 
are available at Camp Pickett, Va. Camp Pickett is being deacti- 
vated on June 30 of this year for the third time since the close of 
World War II. I am told that only Camp Breckinridge, Ky., has 
been deactivated a like number of times although there have been a 
number of camps deactivated twice in the same period. Camp Pickett 
is located within 3 miles of Blackstone, Va., and is closely connected 
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to 10 other small communities in southside Virginia. It is composed 
of 46,000 acres taken from 4 counties which once boasted some of the 
finest farmland in Virginia. This land was purchased in 1941 at a 
cost of $1,181,405 and the improvements thereon amounted to $44,461,- 
523. During World War II more than | million men were trained 
at Pickett. The camp was closed in 1946 and for 2 years the people 
of southside Virginia were forced to readjust their entire economy 
due to the vacuum left by the closing of this facility. In 1948 with 
the revival of selective service, Camp Pickett was reopened. Again 
the economy of the entire area had to be readjusted. In 1949 the 
Army, on the impetus of an economy program, closed Camp Pickett 
again. Needless to say the economy was again readjusted. In 1950 
just after the opening of the Korean war the camp was reopened and 
another adjustment of the economy of these more than a dozen com- 
munities was jeopardized. For 4 years the camp has remained active 
and now again the decision of the military has resulted in another 
disadvantage to the people of southside Virginia. 

The conditions cited here, I realize, are similar to what has been 
presented to the committee in behalf of a number of communities in 
our Nation. This is a problem which I believe is one which should 
merit the careful attention, not only of this committee, but of all of 
those who are in positions of authority. These are not normal times. 
These are times when we can expect continued military preparation 
for an eventuality which we are not able to foresee. Many of these 
camps throughout the country will be opened and closed depending 
upon the whims and fancies of leaders of nations in other parts of the 
world. Aggression anywhere in the world may mean a change in 
our own military plans. Therefore, our people must accustom 
themselves to some inconvenience in this regard. 

However, it is my purpose to bring to the attention of this committee 
not the foregoing problem, because I feel you are well aware of that, 
but to point out, in as explicit and definite terms as I know how, the 
need for careful observation as to possible utilization of bases we have 
already purchased and developed rather than the construction of 
new bases which ultimately may become additional problems such 
as I have outlined. 

I am advised that in this military construction bill the Air Force is 
proposing to construct five new bases in various parts of the countr 
and to reactivate a half dozen or so bases used during World War IL 
each of which necessitates the spending of vast sums of money. I 
understand that in this bill there is a request for $432 million new 
Air Force construction, and the reprograming of $309 million for 
other bases. I do not question the need of these bases as I feel it is 
evident that in the years to come air strength must of necessity take 
prececease in view of the kind of warfare now being made possible 

y deadly weapons which we have devised. The point I am trying 
to make is that this committee and its counterpart in the Senate has 
the responsibility to take into consideration not only the needs which 
the military must have met but the economic factors which affect our 
own country. I know the committee is aware of the truth of this. 
We have bases—Army, Navy and Air Force—in every State of the 
Union. Some States have vastly more than others although the 
problem is pretty much the same. We have at Camp Pickett a 
problem which is not only an economic one but which affords an 
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opportunity to prove the wisdom of unification of the armed services. 
In addition to the expenditure of the approximately $46 million cited 
heretofore, the Army during the early part of World War II con- 
structed near Camp Pickett an airport which is one of the finest 
available to any of our Army training installations. This facility has 
4 concrete runways each measuring approximately 5,000 feet. 
The field is in excellent condition. The hangars and other facilities 
have been kept in good repair. The visibility is excellent and_ the 
location could not be improved upon insofar as certain air activities 
are concerned. I have brought this to the attention of the Honorable 
Harold E. Talbott, Secretary of the Air Force, and he has issued 
orders as I understand it to have the field considered by each of the 
commands of the Air Force. I do not know what this may foretell 
although I have not been successful in interesting the air authorities 
in immediately taking up the possibility of using the Blackstone Army 
Airport. Several inspections of these facilities have been made and 
on at least one occasion [ was with the authorities who inspected it 
and I have heard no adverse comment regarding the condition of the 
base. 

I think without question that if the Air Force is sincere in wanting 
to utilize wherever possible any base which can be maintained at a 
lesser cost, than the Camp Pickett facilities should by all means be 
fully considered. I wish to commend to the attention of the committee 
these brief remarks with the hope that this overall matter will be 
given consideration and that Camp Pickett will be included in any 
decisions which might result therefrom. I feel it is vitally important 
that we not merely take the word of the military without — but 
that we give careful attention to conditions which prevail in the im- 
mediate area where these bases are being utilized and for this reason I 
trust that the committee will give consideration to this problem. 

In closing, I would like to have included also my letter to the chair- 
man under date March 31,1954. | 

The Cuarrman. Without objection the letter will be inserted in the 
record at this point: Thank you, Mr. Abbitt. 

Marcu 31, 1954. 
Hon. Dewry Suort, Chairman, 
Committee on Armed Services, 
House of Representatives, Washinglon 25, D. C. 

Dear ConGREssMAN: I have been advised by your committee that beginning 
on April 7, 1954, the military publie works construction program will be up for 
hearing. I have requested that I be notified about this due to a matter of par- 
ticular interest to me which I have discussed with you previously. 

I would like to bring to the attention of the House Armed Services Committee 
the matter in which I am specifically interested. It is my understanding that 
included in the military public works program is to be a request for approxi- 
mately $700 million for Air Force construction of a number of new bases in this 
country. I have noted in the press that the Air Force contemplates the reactiva- 
tion of eight bases which were built during World War II and abandoned there- 
after. I understand further that sites for five new bases are being selected and 
that the Air Force plans to ask Congress for authorization be begin the necessary 
construction as part of this bill. I recognize the necessity for increasing our air 
defense in the United States and abroad. I recognize further that in the expansion 
a number of bases must be built. I further understand the propriety of reacti- 
vating bases used in World War II, insofar as this is possible and practicable. 

With the above in mind, | have contacted the Honorable Harold E. Talbott, 
Secretary of the Air Force, about. the possibility of the utilization of the Black- 
stone Army Airport at Camp Pickett, Va. I am enclosing a copy of my 
letter to Mr. Talbott dated February 10, 1954, which goes into considerable 
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detai! about this. I am also enclosing copies of letters to Seeretary of Defense 
Charles E. Wilson, dated February 10 and February 19, as well as copy of a 
subsequent letter to Secretary Talbott on February 19. 

My reason for contacting your committee is that I feel very strongly about 
the need for exercising economy in even the most essential of our defense programs. 
While the construction of these bases is one of the vital links in our military 
preparedness program, I feel that it is only just and proper that we in the Congress 
exercise good judgment in preparing ourselves for defense on a long-range basis. 
I have brought this to the attention of the appropriate officials in the Department 
of Defense, having in mind that it is well that we make use of every possible means 
of economy in achieving the goals which we all desire to achieve. I can under- 
stand the Army’s position in planning to deactivate Camp Pickett on June 30, 
if this facility is not needed in the defense program of the Army. I have intro- 
duced legislation in the House and companion bills have been presented in the 
Senate calling for the designation of Camp Pickett as surplus property and 
hearings on this are scheduled to begin shortly in the Senate Armed Services 
Committee. : 

While the Army may not feel that Camp Pickett is necessary in its own planning 
at this time beyond the designation as a deactivated installation, I feel it is ineum- 
bent upon the Department of Defense and the appropriate committees in the 
Congress to inquire into the possibility of using the splendid facilities at the 
Blackstone Army Airport as one of the bases to be utilized in the Air Force 
program. It seems to me that with a facility such as this, available in close 
proximity to others being contemplated for use, that it is only reasonable that 
this investigation be made. I understand that the Air Force has sent and shortly 
will send groups to investigate these facilities. 

I would like to request that I be notified when the particular phase of this 
bill relating to the Air Force construction program is taken up in the committee 
and that I be given the privilege of being heard in regard to the utiliztion of the 
Blackstone Army Air Base. This base has four runways of approximately 
5,000 ft., which can easily be extended to accommodate most of our heavier 
type planes. The facilities nearby at Camp Pickett would readily meet the needs 
of a large number of airmen who might be stationed there. These extensions 
of the runways and what other few additions might be necessary could be made 
a great deal cheaper than to build new bases or to reactivete others which have 
not been in use for a number of years. The Army has utilized Camp Pickett 
off and on since 1942, it having been reopened twice since World War II and now 
designated to close on June 30. These facilities have been in constant use since 
August of 1950 and I have recently reinspected them, finding that they are in 
good condition. 

I will greatly appreciate the consideration of the committee in the forecoing 
and will be pleased to testify before your committee at whatever time will be 
convenient. 

With kindest regards, I am 

Sincerely yours, 
W. M. 

Colonel Ropennavser. Myrtle Beach Airport, Myrtle Beach, S. C. 
on page 41 of the bill. 

his is one of the bases that has been reinstated in the 137-wing 
program. It begins on page 260-——— 

The Cuairman. How many bases altogether? 

Mr. Rivers. There are 8 or 10 you got back. 

General Wasusourne. About 12, I believe, Mr. Chairman, 
altogether appear in this program. 

The Cuarrman. Did the Air Force survey the possibilities or 
reactivating Camp Pickett? 

General WasHBouURNE. Yes, sir; we did. 

The Cuarrman. Why didn’t you choose Camp Pickett over Myrtle 
Beach? 

Mr. Rivers. Because they’ve got better sense. 

General WasHpourne. Mr. Chairman 

The Cuarrman. Go ahead, though. 
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General WasuBourne. The Secretary of the Army stated that they 
have a continuing use for Camp Pickett and they don’t want to give 
it up. 

e CHarrMAN. That was used as a quartermaster training center 
General WasHspourne. Well, it is a two-division training base. 
The CuHarrMan. That is right. 

General Wasnpourne. A_ two-division cantonment, 30,000 or 
40,000 barracks spaces, and I think some 45,000 acres of land. 

The Cuarrman. That is right. 

General WasHsourne. And the Army wants to continue their use 
of it, although on a reduced status. 

The Air Force could use it, I believe, if we could make some arrange- 
ments to move the civilian traffic lanes that are very heavy in that 
lonenty. The CAA is involved in a survey to see what could be done 
on that. 

The CxHartrmMan. Myrtle Beach has an ocean—— 

Mr. Duruam. It is a shame to ruin a good beach, though, Mr. 
Chairman. 

Mr. Rivers. Let us speak for South Carolina, Mr. Chairman. 

General Wasusourne. There are favorable factors with respect 
to the ranges we require, and the traffic overhead is not at all saturated. 

The CHairman. That is right, and you bave a pretty good existing 
field there. You would have to perhaps Jengthen the runways. 

Genera] WasHspourns. The runway has to be lengthened and we 
have to replace most of the living facilities. 

Mr. Barns. Yes. That is the question I want to ask. When we 
went there in 1951, one of the drawbacks was the housing situation. 
Now, how have you taken care of that? There is no provision 

General WasHpournet. The family quarters in the city, Mr. Bates, 
you refer to? 

Mr. Bares. Yes. Everything is pretty much on a seasonal basis 
down there. 

General WasHBourNe. Yes, sir; that is right. And we will have a 
problem in taking eare of our families in that relatively small town. 

Mr. Kiupay. Won’t it work the other way? You have a very small 
permanent population, maybe four or five thousand, and a summer 
population of maybe 50,000. So if the military personne) are in there 
on a permanent basis, won’t it just reduce the number of people who 
come in the summertime? 

General Wasnpourne. During a visit there not long ago, some of 
the local people including the mayor told me that the military would 
stabilize their housing situation and encourage the development of 
additional units. He thought that the situation was going to work 
out very well. 

Mr. Kitpay. The tremendous housing there, if taken on a perma- 
nent basis, should be available. It will probably cut down the resort 
facilities. 

General WasHpourNe. Yes, sir; it would level off. 

The Cuarrman. But that community has grown tremendously 
and they have beautiful homes and motels. 

Mr. Kitpay. It is a beautiful place. 

The CuatrMan. It is a lovely spot. 

Mr. Kitpay. The thing that troubles me most—of all that I have 
ever seen where a city had taken over an airport, they have done 
more with theirs. 
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The CuarrMan. That is right. 

Mr. Kitpay. They have used it for everything in the world 
even for a baseball training area. 

One of the major-league teams had it for their farm teams. They 
had recreation area there for the Army. And they had some poultry 
raisers and a plastics factory. What is going to become of all those 
things? Many of them provided work for the residents there. 

The Cuarrman. And a cold storage plant. 

Mr. Kitpay. Yes. They had really maintained it, and used it. 
It is the only one of the major fields good to look at. The rest of 
them would break your heart the way they have gone to pieces. 
They have kept it up. 

The CHarRMAN. They have very energetic and enterprising people 
down there. 

Mr. Rivers. When it comes around to my turn to talk, I want to 
say aword. That is typical of us fellows in South Carolina. We can 
always find other ways to do things. 

The people in Myrtle Beach didn’t sit down and mope when the 
Air Force left. We decided to do something about it. On the Air 
Force returning, there were objections raised, but they were in the 
minority. 

Now, the chairman and I happened to be there some time ago and 
the chairman questioned all of the members of the council and he 
asked every conceivable question, and so did I, about the Air Force 
coming there—as Mr. Kilday said, could they assimilate them in the 
city populstion and they said it would have a stabilizing influence, as 
Mr. Kilday indicated. Now, that is a very large beach. That is one 
of the best developed beaches on the Atlantic coast. It is accessible. 
Then you have your open ocean there for your bombing. The 
people want it. 

And I think it should be a 25-year base. I think the craziest thing 
on earth is to go to Myrtle Beach on a 10-year proposition. 

Mr. Duruam. I can agree with the gentleman, because 75 percent 
of the people from North Carolina go there. 

Mr. Rivers. We try to christianize you every chance we get. We 
colonized you to start with. 

(Laughter. ) 

Mr. Bates. Mr. Chairman, the thing that prompted that question 
was a statement we had in our report in 1951 that the property owners 
indicated a willingness to make rental units available to the base— 
obtaining seasonal rentals for a year-round occupancy. 

Mr. Rivers. That is right. 

Mr. Bartzs. I wondered if they were living up to that agreement. 

Mr. Rivers. That is right. 

Mr. Barss. Is that the way it is developing, general? Is that the 
way it looks? 

eneral WAsHBOURNE. That is the way it appears, Mr. Bates, that 


the housing situation will be much less difficult when we reoccupy it, 
say in 1955, than it would have back in 1953. 

r. Rivers. This is not in my district, Mr. Chairman, but I can 
bring the same question up. Of course, they are ambitious, too, and 
they want me to speak for them. You can’t blame them. 

Mr. Bares. And they have no trouble. 
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Mr. Rivers. Now, wait a minute. But here is a base, general, that 
you could seriously consider making a permanent one. It has every 
possibility. 

‘The CuarrMan. It is a delightful spot and I think all of us who 
have had the good fortune to visit that location will agree. I certainly 
have never visited any community where I found the people more 
cooperative, not only willing but eager, to work with the military 
forces, than they are at Myrtle Beach. 

Mr. Brooks. What I was going to say, Mr. Chairman: You have 
had a special committee set up and you have a printed report on it, 
and I dare say the committee is better versed on this base or the pro- 
posed base than any in the book. 

Mr. Rivers. That is right. 

Mr. Brooks. The eloquent words of Mr. Rivers here to my right 
brought tears to my eyes here, and I move we accept the recommenda- 
tion 

Mr. Rivers. Don’t anybody interrupt Mr. Brooks. 

Mr. Brooks. To reactivate this base. 

Mr. Bares. This water supply, potable here: Is that to take care of 
the 90-pound pressure that they had? I remember in the report, it 
said it required extensive repairs to the existing system. Is that 
what that is for? 

General WasHsourne. That is the base water supply system, Mr. 
Bates. It includes wells and distribution facilities. 

Mr. Barszs. Well, it is the repair of the old system. 

General WasHBpouRNE. Repair and expand the existing system; 
yes, sir. 

» The CuarrMan. General, if you would be kind enough, I would 
like for you and the colonel to bring in an estimate as to the additional 
cost if we change this from a 10- to a 25-year basis. 

General WasHBouRN®E. Very well, sir. We can have that. 

The CHarrMan. Fine, just as you did on Sedalia. 

General WasHrovurne. Tomorrow or the next day. 

The CHarrMan. Fine. 

Without objection, members of the committee, it would be helpful 
if we insert in the record at this point two letters that I have received 
from General Kelly, the legislative liaison officer, that tells us about 
the fields, new fields or old fields to be reactivated, just for the informa- 
tion of ourselves and the public, and make it a part of the permanent 
record. 

DEPARTMENT OF THE Arr Force, 
Orrtce or THE SECRETARY, 
Washington, February 9, 1954. 
Hon Dewey Snort, 
Chairman, Committee on Armed Services, 
House of Representatives. 

Dear Mr. CuarrMan: This is to advise you of planned Air Force activities. 

‘To meet the requirements of the proposed 137-wing program, upon which is 
based the budget request of the Air Force for fiscal year 1955, several new bases, 
the reactivition of old bases, and the expansion of existing facilities are scheduled. 
These are listed below: 

Bismarck area, North Dakota. 

Fargo area, North Dakota. 

Klamath Falls area, Oregon. 

Myrtle Beach Airport, S. C. 

Glasgow area, Montana. 
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K. I. Sawyer Airport, Marquette, Mich. 
Traverse City area, Michigan. 
San Diego area, California. 


The utilization of these facilities is contingent upon a satisfactory agreement 
with the local communities. 


Sincerely yours, 
Jon W. KEtty, 
Brigadier General, USAF, 
Director, Legislative Liaison. 


DEPARTMENT OF THE AIR Force, 
OFFICE OF THE SECRETARY, 
Washington, February 9, 1954. 
Hon. Dewey Snort, 
Chairman, Committee on Armed Services, 
House of Representatives. 


Dear Mr. CuatrMan: This is to advise you of planned Air Force activities. 

To meet the requirements of the proposed 137-wing program, upon which is 
based the budget request of the Air Force for fiscal year 1955, several new bases, 
the reactivation of old bases, and the expansion of existing facilities are scheduled. 
these are listed below: 

Blytheville, Ark. 

Seymour-Johnson Field, Goldsboro, N. C. 

Moore Field, Mission, Tex. 

Columbus Air Foree Base, Columbus, Miss. 

Clinton Naval Air Station, Clinton, Okla. 

We will be glad to you informed of further developments in this regard. 

Sincerely yours, 
Jor W. 
Brigadier General, USAF, 
Director, Legislative Liaison. 

Mr. Harpy. Mr. Chairman? 

The Cuatrrman. Mr. Hardy. 

Mr. Harpy. General, 1 would like to know what is the explanation 
of the $90,000 for 25 acres of land? That is a pretty high price. 

Colonel Price. Mr. Hardy, that piece of land described in the book 
is a little island that was developed as an industrial facility between 
the time that the Air Force abandoned this base after World War II, 
and the present. The present indication is that we can buy out this 
activity for about $50,000. 

However, at the time of the assembling of this book, we did not 
have that much information. It is an activity which must be moved 
because it projects into the base, and offers security problems as well 
as physical problems. 

Mr. Harpy. How far is it offshore? 

Colonel Price. Beg your pardon? 

Mr. Harpy. How far is it offshore? 

You said it is an island, did you not? 

Colonel Price. I meant a landlocked island. 

Mr. Harpy. Oh, a landlocked deal. 

Colonel Price. It is a peninsula of privately owned land into the 
Government base. 

Mr. Harpy. Instead of—being a beach down there, I thought it 
must have been offshore. 

Colonel Price. No, sir. 

Mr. Bares. That is where the refrigeration plant is. 

Colonel Pricer. I believe so, sir. 

The Cuarrman. All right. 

Myrtle Beach is approved. 

Pope Air Force Base. 
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Colonel Ropenuauser. Mr. Chairman, the next base, Pope Air 
Force Base, at Fort Bragg, N. C. 

We are not asking for eny new authorization, but the reprograming 
of $2,104,000 of authorization in this bill to Dover—— 

The Cuarrman. (Off the record.) Without objection, it is approved. 

Sewart Air Force Base. 

Colonel RopeNnHAusER. Mr. Chairman, the next base is Sewart 
Air Force Base, at Smyrna, Tenn. We are not asking for new author- 
ization but the reprograming of $872,000 worth of prior years’ author- 
ization, in 6 categories: Airfield pavements, communication, navaid, 
operational facilities, utilities, real estate, and shop facilities. 

The CuarrmMan. Without objection, that is approved. 

Now, you are coming to Seymour-Johnson, with which most of us 
are very familiar, I am very happy that you are reactivating that 
splendid base. You don’t have to talk about it to convince me, but 
I wish you would tell members of the committee 

Mr. Duruam. Mr. Chairman, I would like for this to be carried 
over until I get some more information on this land acquisition here, 
which I would like to have. 

I would like to get that before you act on it. 

Mr. Rivers. Which one is that? 

Mr. Durnam. Seymour-Johnson. 

They are buying about 1,500 acres of land. 

General WasHBourNe. The acquisition is 307 acres, Mr. Chairman. 
The remainder is in easement interest to protect the runway ap- 
proaches and the ammunition area. 

Mr. Duruam. But you are spending $248,000 for it, 

Colonel Ropennauser. That is right. 

One hundred and forty-one thousand dollars is for easements, sir, 
and $107,000 is for the purchase of 307 acres. 

Mr. Duruam. What kind of an easement? 

Colonel Ropennavuser. The first one is an avigation easement, and 
the second one is a restrictive easement. 

Mr. Duruam. How long is that avigation easement? 

Colonel Ropennauser. Perpetual, sir. 

Mr. Duruam. Perpetual? 

Colonel RopENHAUSER. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Duruam. It will cost you how much? 

Colonel RopENHAUSER. $131,000 for the avigation easement and 
$10,000 for the restrictive easement. 

Mr. Duruam. Mr. Chairman, I request it be carried over until I 
can learn more about that easement. Because I don’t like that. It 
costs too much money for that easement. 

The CuarrMan. We will carry it over. I hope the gentleman won't 
object to it. 

Mr. Duruam. I am not going to object to it, but these easements 
are just costing too much money. I know something about this one. 

e CuarrMAN, All right. 

Mr. Brooks. Read the report of the Kilday subcommittee—— 

Mr. Durnam. It didn’t say anything about easements. 

Mr. Brooks. It is very convincing. 

Mr. Bares. Without objection. 

The CuarrMan. All right, we will pass Seymour-Johnson by tem- 
porarily. 
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There is only Shaw Air Force Base. 

Colonel RopennauserR. The last Air Force base in the Tactical 
Air Command is Shaw Air Force Base, at Sumter, S. C. We are 
asking for no new authorization and the reprograming of $2,897,000 
in authorization, covering airfield pavements, liquid fuel storage and 
dispensing facilities, communications, navigational aids, operation of 
facilities, aircraft and maintenance facilities, training facilities, troop 
housing and messing, utilities, three real estate items, storage facili- 
ties, administrative facilities, and shop facilities. 

Mr. Ketienser. The headquarters of the Ninth Air Force is going 
to move from Pope to Shaw; is it not? 

Colonel RopenHAuser. That is correct. 

General WasHpourNne. That is correct. 

The CuHarrMan. Without objection, Shaw is approved. And the 
committee will stand in recess until 2 o’clock. 

Thank you very much. 

Mr. Bates. We have the Hess subcommittee meeting at 2 also. 

The CuarrmMan. Wait just a minute. 

They will have several rollealls, | am afraid, this afternoon. Then 
there is a meeting of the Hess subcommittee, too. But we better go 
over until 10 o’clock, tomorrow morning. Mr. Rivers. We can't 
finish this thing before we adjourn for Easter. Why not be realistic 
about it, and decide we can’t do it. 

Mr. Smart. Go as far as we can. 

The CHarrmMan. We can do our best. 

Gentlemen, there no doubt will be several rollealls. I understand 
there are 6 or 8 amendments to the Agriculture appropriation bill 
which is very important, and vital to all of us. 

And we would be interrupted here, so it would be a waste of your 
time as well as ours. 

General WasHBourNeE. Ten o'clock, tomorrow morning? 

The CHarrMan. Ten o’clock, tomorrow morning. 

General WasHBourNe. Very well, sir. 

(Whereupon, at 12 p. m., a recess was taken, to reconvene at 10 
a. m., of the following day, Thursday, April 15, 1954.) 


Hovuse or REPRESENTATIVES, 
Committee on Armed Services, 
Washington, D. C., Thursday, April 15, 1954. 

(The committee met at 10 a.m., the Honorable Dewey Short, 
chairman of the committee, presiding. ) 

The CuarrMan. The committee will please be in order. 

I think that the Air Force is extremely interested in one particular 
real estate project that they would like to take up at this time, 
acquisition project No. 189, at Stewart Air Force Base, N. Y. It is 
a matter of saving money and they are fighting against time. So we 
will allow you to explain to us briefly, General, this particular project. 

General Colonel Price. 

The CuarrMan. Colonel. 

Colonel Price. Mr. Chairman, the urgency of this project lies in 
the fact that the State of New York is constructing a freeway in this 
vicinity and we were advised by telephone yesterday that ee has 
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been a very definite influence in the land values in that area, that 
some parcels have already gone up on the order of 300 to 400 percent, 
as a result of the freeway going through. 

Now, they also advised that at the present time, they will be able 
to acquire this land at the cost indicated in our submission, but that 
time is of the essence if they are to be able to consummate this acquisi- 
tion within the estimated cost. 

This request for clearance is for 538 acres of land, primarily, to 
provide for an extension of the runway at Stewart Air Force Base. 

A lesser amount is for an ammunition storage facility which is not 
critical insofar as the increased land values are concerned. 

The property generally is dairy farmland, with the added implica- 
tion that part of this land is in an area near a lake, which is suitable 
for development for modestly priced family dwellings. 

The portion of this land, which is for the purpose of runway exten- 
sion, amounts to 200 acres, estimated to cost $170,600. It includes 
improvements consisting of 2 farm units, 8 residences, and 1 small 
warehouse estimated at $90,700. 

The ammunition storage facility consists of 149 acres in fee, and 
183 acres of restrictive easements surrounding the storage facility, 
at a total cost of $18,500. 

The acquisition of this land is necessary to provide for the extension 
of the runway and the storage of ammunition, both of which are 
necessary in the support of the mission at Stewart Air Force Base. 

Mr. Hess. May I ask a question? 

The Cuarrman. Mr. Hess. 

Mr. Hess. Colonel, the second varcel referred to here is not under 
cultivation, isn’t that correct? They have to blast everything out 
up there? 

_ Colonel Price. That is certainly true of part of that country, yes, 
sir. 

Mr. Cunnincuam. There is really not much dairying land there, 
and if this price is justifiable at all at $375 an acre, it must be simply 
because of Government operations and the fact that we are going in 
there. Now, maybe we have do do it. But I have been up there, 
Mr. Chairman, there is no value to this land for farming purposes. 
The only thing is scenic value and the fact that we have created a 
value for it. 

I just wonder if you have talked to the owners and if that is the best 
price you can get. 

Colonel Price. Mr. Cunningham, there certainly has been some 
influence for many months on the value of this property by the knowl- 
edge that this freeway was going to be constructed. The highest and 
best use of the land is for dairy farming, with some outside influence 
undoubtedly. 

The Cuatrman. Could you get it cheaper by condemnation pro- 
ceeding? 

Colonel Pricer. The Chief of Engineers advises us that the average 
price paid for land under condemnation is in the order of 25 percent 
more than under negotiation. 

The cHarrMaN. In addition to all the worry and delay. 

Colonel Price. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Rivers. I was up there myself, Mr. Chairman, last year. 
That is quite rocky, as Mr. Cunningham said. There is some culti- 
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vation up there, though. Now, I don’t know how close that is to 
this base. Of course, you can’t move the base. And the freeway is 
going through, because I rode on it. 

Mr. Cunnincuam. Of course, George Washington was up there 
years ago and that probably adds to the value. So I think maybe 
we better approve it. 

Mr. Rivers. That is right. 

The CuatrMan. Without objection, it is approved. 

The CuarrMan. This morning, members of the committee, we take 
up the Air Training Command. 

Colonel, the first item I think is Amarillo. 

Colonel Yes. 

The CHairman. Air Force Base. 

Colonel Ropennauser. Right, sir. On page 52 of the bill, sir, the 
first base is the Air Training Command, Amarillo Air Force Base, 
Amarillo, Tex. 

The CuareMan. Page 286 in the bill. 

Colonel Ropennavuser. 286 of the Air Force program. 

We are asking for no new authorization and the reprograming of 
$395,000 to cover four categories of facilities at Amarillo Air Force 
Base. The total amount of $393,000. 

The CuatrmMan. Without objection, it is approved. 

You have nearly every type of craft there, it seems. 

Mr. Kitpay. Miscellaneous. 

The CHarrMan. Yes, miscellaneous. 

All right, Amarillo is approved. 

Bryan Air Force Base. 

Colonel Ropennavuser. The next base, Bryan Air Force Base, at 
Bryan, Tex., page 42 of the bill, asking for the reprograming of 
$108,000 of prior years’ authorization to cover three categories of 
facilities. 

The Cuarrman. Without objection, Bryan is approved. 

Colonel RopenHAusER. The next base, Mr. Chairman, is Chanute 
Air Force Base, at Rantoul, Lll., on page 42 of the bill and page 290 
of the Air Force program, in which we are asking for new authoriza- 
tion in the amount of $186,000 to cover three categories of facilities. 

The CuarrmMan. That is a very splendid base. 

Mr. Rrvers. And the finest farming country in the United States. 

The CuarrmMan. Yes, you can’t beat it. 

Mr. Rivers. Yes, sir. 

The Cuairman. Mr. Kelleher, I think you have a question on this 
one. 

Mr. Ketuener. Yes. Colonel, on the real estate—— 

Colonel RopeNHAUSER. Yes, sir. 

Mr. $140,000 

Colonel RopeNHAusER. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Kewuener. Is that for construction that is already authorized? 

Colonel Ropennauser. Fifty acres of that is for test cell revet- 
ments, Mr. Kelleher, and 148 acres is for rocket test facilities. 

Mr. Ketiener. Have those already been authorized? 

Colonel Yes, sir. 

Mr. Keuuieuer. A little bit late in getting the land in this case? 

Colonel Ropenuauser. Yes, sir. 
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Mr. Ketiener. Now tell me this: has any of the land actually 
been acquired of the 198 acres? 

Colonel Ropennauser. Not that I know of, sir. 

Colonel Price. Mr. Kelleher, the land in this instance was included 
in the so-called Zero Base program, and there has been some difference 
in opinion as to the existence of authorization for the acquisition of this 
property under that previous authorization. 

Mr. Keiiener. Has it actually been acquired? 

Colonel Price. It has not been acquired. 

Mr. Ketiener. That is all. Thank you. 

The CrarrMan. Without objection, Chanute is approved. 

Craig Air Force Base, Selma, Ala. 

Colonel Ropennauser. Craig Air Force Base, Selma, Ala., page 43 
of the bill and page 292 of the Air Force program. We are asking for 
the reprograming of $138,000 at Craig Air Force Base to cover three 
categories of facilities. 

The CuarrMan. Without objection, Craig is approved. 

Now, to Ellington. 

Colonel Ropennavuser. The next base, Mr. Chairman, is Ellington 
Air Force Base, at Houston, Tex., page 43 of the bill and page 294 of 
the Air Force program. We are here asking for no new authorization 
and requesting the reprograming of $1,073,000 in existing authorization 
to cover three categories of facilities. 

The CuarrmMan. It is airfield pavements, communication and 
navaids and training facilities. 

I notice running through the whole book, General, or Colonel, in 
nearly all these projects, you have navigation aids. 

General WAasHBOURNE. Yes, sir. 

The Cuarrman. I suppose that is necessary because of the advance- 
ments that we have made. We have gotten along fairly well without 
these navigation aids heretofore, but I suppose you need them because 
of the increase in size and speed of planes for safety. 

General WAsHBouRNE. That is right, Mr. Chairman. 

The bulk of these in this particular program are the tactical air 
navigation facilities, the standard belts that were mentioned here 
2 days ago. 

The CuarrMan. There is something new about it. 

General WasHBouRNE. Yes, sir. 

The CuarrMan. Tell us about it, so as to justify this item in all 
these projects. 

General WasHpourNe. It is a new automatic air navigation system, 
that is what it amounts to. We find that in flying jets around, you 
are there before you realize it, and Mr have to have a much finer air 
navigation system than we have had built before. And all these 
eo are in line with jet operations. 

he CuarrMan. I surmised that, but I am glad to have you state 
it for the record. 

General WasHpourne. Yes, sir. 

The Cuarrman. All right, without objection, Ellington is approved. 

The next is Francis E. Warren Air Force Base. 

Colonel Ropennauser. Francis E. Warren Air Force Base, Chey- 
enne, Wyo., page 43 of the bill, and page 296 of the Air Force program. 
We are asking for the reprograming of $26,000 in prior vears’ au- 
thorizations for two categories of facilities, a TACAN station, 
navigational aid and the land for same. 
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Peg Van Zanpr. Is that adjacent to the municipal airport or part 
of it! 

Colonel Ropennavuser. No, sir, it is not. There is no airfield on 
Fort Francis E. Warren, sir. 

Mr. Van Zanpvt. This is a new airfield at Francis E. Warren? 

Colonel Ropennavuser. There is no airfield there, sir, nor do we 
contemplate putting at this time a runway on Fort Francis E. Warren. 
It is a school only. 

Mr. Van Zanpr. Oh, I see. 

Well, is it not true that you have something at the Cheyenne 
Municipal Airport? 

Colonel Ropennauser. Administrative flying only, sir, yes, sir. 

The Cuatrman. I think old Senator Warren served longer than 
“— man in the United States Senate. 

ithout objection, Francis E. Warren is approved. 

Gila Bend Auxiliary Field, out in Arizona. 

Colonel Ropennauser. The next base is Gila Bend, Auxiliary 
Field at Gila Bend, Ariz., on page 43 of the bill and page 298 of the 
Air Force program. 

We are requesting $842,000 in new authorization for this base to 
cover 6 categories of facilities. 


Gila Bend, of course, is an auxiliary field. 

The CuatrmMan. Without objection, it is approved. 

Goodfellow. 

Colonel Ropennavuser. The next base is Goodfellow Air Force 
Base, at San Angelo, Tex., page 43 of the bill and page 300 of the Air 
Force program. 


We are asking for the reprograming of $15,000 in new authorization 
to cover a TACAN facility at this station. 

The Cuarrman. Our colleague, Mr. Fisher, has that in his district. 
We won’t object to that. We are getting off cheap. 

Greenville. 

Colonel RopennAvserR. The next base is Greenville Air Force Base, 
at Greenville, Miss., page 43 of the bill and page 302 of the Air Force 
Program. We are asking for $701,698 in new authorization and 
$813,000 in reprograming, to cover five categories of facilities at 
Greenville Air Force Base, Miss. 

Mr. Van Zanpt. Where is this harbor facility? 

Colonel Ropennauser. That is a liquid fuel unloading pier, sir, to 
allow us to get our POL into the station. It is much cheaper to do 
it that way than endeavor to haul it all in by tank trucks. 

Mr. Van Zanpt. Where is it located? 

Colonel Ropennavuser. On Lake Ferguson. 

We save about $18,000 a month by doing it this way, sir. 

a Rivers. You have a tank farm right there at the end of the 

L? 

Colonel RopENHAUSER. Yes, sir. 

You would have your unloading facilities there, yes, sir. 

The CuarrmMan. Well, without objection, Greenville is approved. 

The next is Harlingen. 

Colonel Ropennavuser. Harlingen Air Force Base, Harlingen, Tex., 
page 44 of the bill and page 354 of the Air Force program. We are 
asking for the reprograming of $2,035,000 in prior years’ authorization 
to cover five categories of facilities at Harlingen. 
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The Cuarrman. Without objection, Harlingen is approved. 

James Connally. 

Colonel RopennAvuser. James Connally Air Force Base, at Waco, 
Tex., page 44 of the bill and page 306 of the Air Force program. 

We are asking the reprograming of $3,853,000 to cover three cate- 
gories of airfield facilities. 

The Cuarrman. Almost $4 million there. 

Colonel Ropennauser. The principal item, sir, is covered Jin 
pavements. 

The Cuarrman. Yes. 

Colonel RopENHAUsSER, $3,827,000. 

Mr. Van Zanpr. Does that include any extension of your strips? 

Colonel Ropennauser. No, sir. 

This is for strengthening only, sir. 

The only extension there is to the operational parking apron. 

Mr. Van Zanpr. Just parking apron. 

Colonel RopenHAuseER. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Rivers. This is nothing but a reprograming proposition. 

Colonel Ropennauser. That is right, sir. 
bey CuarrmMan. I wonder what relation James was to old Senator 

om? 

Without objection, Connally is approved. 

Mr. Kitpay. The General can tell you, I am sure. 

The CuatrMan. Do you know? 

General WasHnourne. James Connally was no immediate kin of 
Senator Tom Connally. 

The James Connally was added to the name of this base, to make 
sure it wasn’t referring to the late Senator. [(Laughter.] 

The Cuatrman. He still looks pretty good. 

I had a pleasant visit with him the other day. 

Mr. Kiipay. It is right at his home town. 

The CuarrmMan. That is right. 

(Further statement off the record.) 

The CHatrMAn.’ Keesler Air Force Base. 

Colonel Ropennavuser. Keesler Air Force Base, Biloxi, Miss., 
page 44 of the bill and page 308 of the Air Force program. 

Here, we are requesting a reprograming of $207,000 in prior years’ 
authorization to cover five categories of airfield facilities. 

Mr. Rivers. This is where you have all your electronic setup? 

The Cuarrman. They invited me the day before yesterday to come 
down and look at that base. 

Mr. Duruam. You have $1,000 an acre land there. 

Mr. Rrvers. It is right on the gulf. 

It is Biloxi, Miss. 

Mr. Duruam. $1,700 an acre. It is expensive land. 

Mr. Rivers. Good land. It is the only base they have inthe 
United States where they test radar and electronics. 

The CuarrmMan. Without objection, Keesler is approved. 

Laredo. 

Colonel Ropenuauser. Laredo Air Force Base, at Laredo, Tex., 
page 44 of the bill and page 310 of the Air Force program. There, 
we are requesting the reprograming of $459,000 in prior years’ authori- 
zation to cover five categories of airfield facilities. 
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Mr. Keuuener. There is construction on the land you are acquiring 
in fee; isn’t there, Colonel? 

Item 6. 

Colonel Ropennavuser. That is a TACAN station, yes, sir. The 
quarter of an acre? 

Mr. Keuuener. Yes. 

There is some $400,000 in construction now on that land. You 
must acquire it in order to protect your investment, I understand. 

Colonel Price. This land was leased last fall. The construction, 
however, is mainly portable type facilities. 

Mr. Oh, fine. 

The Cuarrman. What kind of a lease on this, Colonel? 

I notice 1,756 acres leased. 

Colonel Price. Oh, excuse me, sir. 

The Cuarrman. At Laredo. 

Colonel Price. That is a lease for 25 years from the city of Laredo 
for $6,800 per year. 

The CuarrmMan. Without objection, Laredo is approved. 

Laughlin Air Force Base. 

Colonel Ropennauser. Laughlin Air Force Base, Del Rio, Tex., 
page 44 of the bill and page 321 of the Air Force Program. 

Ve are requesting reprograming of $267,000 in prior years’ 
authorization to cover 4 categories of airfield facilities. 

The CuarrMan. Texas certainly took that whole page. 

Without objection, Laughlin is approved. 

Go to Luke Air Force Base. 

Colonel Ropennauser. Luke Air Force Base, Phoenix, Ariz., on 
page 45 of the bill and page 314 of the Air Force program. 

We are requesting $380,601 in new authorization and the re- 
programing of $862,000 of prior years’ authorization, to cover 5 
categories of airfield facilities. 

The CuarrMan. What kind of a lease is that? 

Colonel Ropennavuser. What kind of a lease? 

The CHArRMAN. 1,450 acres. 

Colonel Price. This is for 25 years from the city of Phoenix at 
$1 per annum. 

Mr. Hess. 25 years from when? 

Colonel Ropennavuser. Effective January 1941. 

Mr. Hess. 66? 

The CHarrMan. Yes. 

Mr. Cunnincuam. With the privilege of renewal at the same rate? 

The CuarrmMan. Why do you have to pay so much more for some 
of these leases than others? 

Colonel Ropennauser. Mr. Chairman, the leases 

The CHarrmMan. You get all this—more acreage for a dollar a year 
and you have to pay $6,000 down at Laredo. 

Colonel RopennAuser. Yes, sir. 

I believe the source of that lies within one of the provisions of the 
Surplus Property Act, which delineates our recapture rights, in which 
it says that upon recapture of the use of an airfield, the Government 
will pay to the owner a fair rental for any improvements made without 
Federal assistance. And normally, these leases are drawn up on the 
basis of that concept, that the Government should pay a fair rental 
value for improvements made by the municipalities. 
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The Cuamman. Without objection—— 

Mr. Devereux. In reference to Gila Bend in here, on page 314, 
Air Base Squadron: what is that? 

Mr. Hess. B-26’s? 

General WasHBourNe. That means that the garrison shown here 
against Gila Bend is actually stationed at Luke, and Luke—I mean 
Gila Bend, being an auxiliary field, the garrison is charged to Luke 
rather than to the auxiliary field. 

The CuHarman. Without objection, Luke is approved. 

Mr. Van Zanpt. Mr. Chairman, may I ask the colonel, What is 
necessary when you strengthen the apron or the pavement? What do 
you do, just pull up your cement and lay new cement? 

General WasHpourNe. Usually, it is an overlay, Mr. Van Zandt 
of suitable depth, and strength. Sometimes, the base is inadequate, 
and is giving us trouble, and in that case we have to dig it all up and 
recompact the subgrade and start over again. Sometimes it is more 
expensive to overlay under such conditions than it is to build in a new 
site. I believe we brought up the case at Dow here earlier in the week, 
where the pavement cost more there to strengthen it than it does to 
build it new, on account of having to dig up the old one. 

Mr. Van Zanprt. Then it all depends on the base? 

General WasHBouRNE. Yes, sir, depends on the location itself. 

The Mather. 

Colonel Ropennauser. Mather Air Force Base, Sacramento, 
Calif., page 45 of the bill and page 316 of the Air Force program. 

We are requesting the reprograming of $1,530,000 in prior years’ 
authorization to cover four categories of airfield facilities. 

The CHarkMAN. You mentioned medical facilities on page 317 of 
the book, but no quantity or price. 

Colonel Ropennauser. I am sorry, Mr. Chairman, that is a mis- 
print. There are three categories of facilities, sir. 

Mr. Ke.uiener. Then we should strike it from the bill. 

Then we should strike out medical facilities in 
the bill. 

Colonel Correct, sir. 

The Cuatrman. All right. 

Mr. Smarr. Nothing in the bill for medical facilities. 

The Chairman. Strike out “and medical facilties,”’ in line 11, on 
page 45, 

Mr. Keviener. Yes, sir. 

The CuarrmMan. And the comma, following. 

Without objection, Mather is approved. 

Next is Moody. 

Colonel RopennauserR. Moody Air Force Base, Valdosta, Ga., 
Page 45 of the bill and page 318 of the Air Force program. 

e are asking for the reprograming of $339,000 in prior years, 


authorization to cover one category of airfield facilities and that is 
for extending the operational parking apron at Moody, in the 
amount of $339,000. j 

The Cuarrman. O. K. Take the next item. 

Colonel Ropzennauser. The next item is Nellis Air Force Base, 
Las Vegas, Nev., page 45 of the bill and page 320 of the Air Force 


program. j 
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We are asking for the reprograming of $1,932,000 in prior years’ 
authorization to cover nine categories of airfield facilities. 

The principal item in this program is for a base maintenance hangar, 
$660,000. 

Mr. Rivers. I would like to say you surely need it out there. 
Every time we have been out there on the atomic test you see all that 
abrasive dust. Those facilities, I tell you—at a place like that you 
sure ought to have some provision to protect the men and equipment 
against that dust. 

That is a bad place for anyone to stay. 

The CuarrMan. And it blows most of the time. 

Mr. Rivers. Yes, sir. 

They sure need something out there. 

The CuatrmMan. Without objection, Nellis Air Force Base at Las 
Vegas is approved. 

Next is Perrin Air Force Base. 

Colonel RopenHAuser. Perrin Air Force Base, at Sherman, Tex., 
page 45 of the bill and page 233 of the Air Force program. We are 
asking for $431,433, in new authorization and the reprograming of 
$1,840,000 in prior years’ authorizations, this to cover eight categories 
of airfield facilities. 


The principal items involved here again are airfield pavements, 
and aircraft maintenance facilities. 

The Cuarrman. Could the functions of the Air Force being placed 
here—could they more effectively be performed at Alvin Callendar, 
in New Orleans. 

Colonel RopenHAvser. Sir, they were, as you know, shifted to this 


location from Alvin Callendar. 

The CHatrman. Why? 

Because the Navy wanted you to? 

Colonel RopennaAvser. Well, the basis there was that we have 
both a Naval and an Air Force Reserve activity at Alvin Callendar, 
and the feeling was there would be insufficient room to accommodate 
this air defense unit. 

Mr. Van Zanpr. Isn’t it true, also, Colonel, that this Perrin Field 
is being used as a guinea pig for the purpose of determining the 
policy regarding joint utilization? 

Colonel Ropennavuser. At Perrin you mean, sir? 

Mr. Van Zanpr. Yes. 

Colonel RopENHAUSER. Yes, to some extent, Mr. Van Zandt. 

We have both a training facility and a tactical organization on this 
one base. We believe that the experiment will work out satisfactorily. 

Mr. Rivers. That is one of the few complete installations you have 
constructed under that program, too. 

Colonel RopENHAUSER. Yes, sir. 

The CHarrman. Fine, without objection—— 

Mr. Duruam. That land easement there, of 73 acres. How much 
is that costing you? You have a land item there of $123,000. 

Colonel Ropenuavser. That is item 12. It is a restrictive ease- 
ment for the Air Defense Command. 

Colonel Price. Yes. 

This easement is to protect the ammunition storage facility. The 
basic cost of the easement is $41 an acre. However, there are improve- 
ments and mineral rights which bring it up to the unit cost shown here. 
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Mr. Duruam. Is it absolutely necessary? You have your storage 
on that or you have your storage on the other land, and are just 
protecting —— 

Colonel Ropennavser. This is around the perimeter of the storage 
area. 

The storage is not on this land. This is a safety area around the 
ammunition storage area. 

The Cuarrman. Without objection, Perrin is approved. 

Reese Air Force Base, Lubbock, Tex. 

Colonel Ropennauser. Reese Air Force Base, Lubbock, Tex., 
page 46 of the bill and page 326 of the Air Force program. We are 
asking for the reprograming of $112,000 in prior years’ authorizations 
to cover four categories of airfield facilities. 

The CHatrMan. Without objection, Reese is approved. 

Scott Air Force Base. 

Colonel Ropunnauser. Scott Air Force Base, Belleville, Ill., page 
46 of the bill and page 326 of the Air Force program. We are asking 
for the reprograming of $934,000 in prior years’ authorizations to cover 
four categories of airfield facilities. The principal items here are air- 
field pavements, the strengthening of them. 

Mr. Rivers. No real estate? 

Mr. Hess. Yes. 

Colonel Ropennauser. 1.4 acres of real estate, priced in here at 
$1,000. 

Mr. Rivers. Mr. Durham will let you buy that this time. 

Colonel Ropennauser. That is for navigational aids. 

The Cuarrman. This is a permanent installation. 

Colonel RopennAuser. Yes, sir. 

The Cuarrman. Old. 

Mr. Rivers. You do some research there on electronics, don’t you, 
on radar and such? 

Colonel Ropennauser. That is the basic training school for the 
airmen personnel for radio technicians, yes, sir. 

Mr. Rivers. Yes. - 

CuHatrMAN. Without objection, Scott is approved. 

Selma. 

Colonel RopennAuserR. Selma Municipal Airport, Selma, Ala., 
page 46 of the bill and page 330 of the Air Force program. We are 
asking for $176,000 in new authorization, for a taxiway at that muni- 
cipal airport. 

The CuHarrMman. | think that is all right. 

Without objection—— 

Mr. Devereux. There is no mission given here, Mr. Chairman. 

Colonel RopennAvuser. It is an auxiliary of Craig Air Force Base, 
nearby, and is used in connection with the training of the pilots at 
Craig Air Force Base. 

The CuarrmMan. Sheppard Air Force Base. 

Colonel Ropennavuser. Sheppard Air Force Base, at Wichita Falls, 
Tex., page 46 of the bill, and page 332 of the Air Force program. 

We are asking for the reprograming of $32,000 in prior years 
authorizations to cover two categories of airfield facilities. 

The CHArRMAN. That was named after a very fine man, Morris 
Sheppard, one of the best. 

Mr. Rivers. In the world. 
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The CuarrmMan. Without objection, Sheppard is approved, Tyndall 
Air Force Base. 

Colonel Ropennauser. Tyndall Air Foree Base, Panama City, 
Fla., page 46 of the bill and page 334 of the Air Force program. 

We are asking for $1,066,900 in new authorization, and $1,479,000 
to be reprogramed for the prior years authorization, to cover—— 

The CHarrMan. This is a pretty big item. 

Explain it in detail. 

CotoneL RopenHauser. Yes, sir. This covers five categories of 
airfield facilities, the principal one being in airfield pavement category, 
where we are asking for additional apron to get to the hangar. We 
want to extend the operational apron. We want to build aircraft 
blast pads to keep the jets from eroding the soil away from the ends of 
the runways—— 

The CuarrMan. We own all that acreage, don’t we? 

It is huge. 

Colonel RopenHaAuser. Yes, sir. 

The CHarrmMan. Twenty-eight thousand. 

Colonel Ropennavser. Right, sir, 28,400 acres. 

Mr. Huss. What are these pads? 

General WasnsourNe. How is that, sir? 

Mr. Hess. What are these pads? 

General WasHBourNe. Those are small areas of pavement about 
150 feet wide, and perhaps 200 feet long, off the ends of the runways. 
The construction is a stabilization of the soil, with perhaps a 1- or 2- 
inch layer of hot plant mix to keep the turbulence from the jet engines 
from tearing up the grass and blowing the gravel and stuff out of the 
ground. 

The CHarrMan. Without objection. 

Mr. VAN Zanpt. Is it a hard surface or a gravel surface? 

General Wasnpourne. It is a hard surface, preferably. We have 
been trying to oil some of them a little bit, Mr. Van Zandt, and get by 
with that, but it isn’t working. 

We are going to have to go to plant mix, it looks like, to hold the 
material in place. 

The CaarrMan. You are asking for a little over $1 million addi- 
tional authorization? 

Colonel Ropennauser. That is correct, sir, $1,066,900 in new 
authorization. 

The CHarrmMan. Without objection, Tyndall is approved. 

Vance. 

Colonel RopennAvuser. Vance Air Force Base, Enid, Okla., page 
47 of the bill and page 336 of the Air Force program. 

We are asking here for the reprograming of $138,000 in prior years’ 
authorizations to cover two categories of airfield facilities. 

The CrarrMan. Without objection, it is approved. 

Webb. 

Colonel Ropennavuser. Webb Air Force Base, Big Springs, Tex., 
on page 47 of the bill, and page 338 of the Air Force program. 

We are asking here for the reprograming of $100,000 in prior years’ 
authorization to cover four categories of airfield facilities. 

The CHarrmMan. Without objection, Webb is approved. 

Now, explain Wichita a little more fully. 

Colonel Ropennauser. Yes, sir. 
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The Cuarrman. You are asking for $2% million there, all new 
money, isn’t it? 

Colonel RopennAuseEr. Yes, sir. 

The Cuarrman. Of course, we know Wichita is a great manufac- 
turing place for our bombers. 

Colonel RopennaAvusER. This is to cover six categories of airfield 
facilities, Mr. Chairman. The principal categories are in airfield 
pavements, where again we are asking to construct access apron 
to get to a hangar, a taxiway access, a new apron operational parking, 
and in personnel facilities the largest category included here. 

We want to build an airmen’s club, a post exchange sales store, a 
recreational gymnasium and a base theater, in the amount of 
$1,187,000. 

Mr. Rivers. But you have a $50 million investment. 

The Cuarrman. Yes, sir. 

Colonel Ropennavuser. That is correct, sir—authorization to date, 
yes, sir. 

Mr. Rivers. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Hess. It is a permanent station, too. 

Mr. Rrvers. It is a permanent station. 

Colonel Ropennavuser. It is a permanent station, sir. 

Mr. Rivers. I say, again, I am glad to see that vou are taking 
some consideration for these recreational facilities. You have to do 
it. 

The CuarrMan. You have to do it. 

And Wichita has doubled, more than doubled in size. It is amazing 
the growth of that city. : 

Mr. Kitpay. This calls for another third increase over the present 
personnel. 

Mr. Rivers. Yes. 

Colonel Roprennauser. Yes, sir; there is an increase. 

The CuarrMan. In personnel. 

Mr. Kitpay. About a third. 

The CuairMan. It is just spilling over. 

Mr. Van Zanpt. Is this airport, Colonel, in connection with the 
municipal airport there? 

General Wasnpourne. No, sir. The municipal airport is separated 
from this one by about 5 miles. 

Mr. Van Zanpr. Five miles? 

General Wasnpourne. This was the old municipal airport which 
has been taken over, and redeveloped for military use, and the local 
people built a new municipal at a distance from this one. 

Mr. Van Zanpvt. Well, is this in connection with the factory that 
produces aircraft? 

General Wasnpourne. This is the one adjacent to the factory; 
yes, sir. 

Mr. Van Zanprt. That is what I want to know. 

The CuarrmMan. Without objection, Wichita is approved. 

Williams, the last item. ° 

Colonel Ropennauser. The last base in the training command, 
Williams Air Force Base, at Chandler, Ariz., page 47 of the bill. 

We are asking here for the reprograming of $94,000 in prior years’ 
authorizations to cover three categories of airfield facilities. 

The Cuarrman. Without objection, Williams is approved. 
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If there is no objection, in order to accomodate Mr. Rivers who has 
to leave, I think we will take up MATS next. That won’t incon- 
venience you? 

General WasHBouRNE. That is quite agreeable, Mr. Chairman. 

The CHarrman. All right, General. 

If it is all right with you gentlemen, we will finish MATS and then 
return to the Air Materiel Command. 

Mr. Smart. Page 51 of the bill. 

Mr. Rivers. Are you fellows going to help and get rid of me? 

General WasHBOoURNE. Mr. Chairman, there are five bases here for 
the Military Air Transport Service. Three of them are permanent 
and two are semipermanent 

The Cuarrman. All right 

Mr. Rivers. That is a permanent base. 

The CuHairMan. Take up Andrews, here at Washington. 

Colonel Ropennauser. Page 51 of the bill, Andrews Air Force 
Base, at Camp Springs, Md., and page 392 of the Air Force program. 

We are asking here for the reprograming of $2,059,000 in prior 
years authorizations to cover six categories of airfield facilities, the 
principal one of which is airfield pavements, where we desire to build 
new parking apron and extend the existing and widen the primary 
taxiway, in the amount of $1,239,000. 

The Cuarrman. No additional authorization. 

Mr. Van Zanpr. Colonel, what progress has civilian aviation made 
in moving in there, and utilizing some of these existing facilities? 

General WasHpourne. That project is stil] being discussed at the 
highest levels of the Administration, Mr. Van Zandt. and I am not a 
party to any late decisions on the matter. 

We have furnished a Jayout where the CAA facilities could be built 
on the airfield without interfering with the military development, but 
I do not believe there has been any steps taken to fund those or to —— 

Mr. Van Zanpr. Nothing firmed up yet. 

General WasHpourNg. That is my impression, yes. 

The Cuatrman. Mr. Rivers? 

Mr. Rivers. I want to ask you this. Has there been any pressure 
exerted on your people to relinquish your tenancy of this airport in 
favor of relieving some of the alleged congestion at the Washington 
Airport? 

General WasHspourne. No, sir. All the discussions I have heard 
have been on the basis of joint use with the military, with the overflow 
from Washington National. 

Mr. Rivers. And you have resisted that? 

General WasHspourne. No, I wouldn’t say the Air Force has 
resisted that. We pointed out that the military use of Andrews is 
very heavy and suggested that a large investment by the CAA at 
Andrews to satisfy a temporary requirement doesn’t seem to be too 
good business. 

Mr. Rivers. What I want to obviate is our authorizing and your 
potting appropriations for facilities at this base and then have some- 

dy come in and run you off of it. 

General WasHBouRNE. Well—— 

Mr. Devereux. I can assure you Maryland is going to fight that. 

Mr. Bray. To run them off? 

Mr. Devereux. No, to keep them. 
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Mr. Rivers. That is what I say. Because we have too valuable 
an investment there, when we. need it. 

General Wasnsourne. That is correct. 

I would like to call the committee’s attention to the very large 
mission shown for Andrews on page 392. 

Mr. Rivers. Yes, sir. 

General WasuBpourne. In addition to that, we have to face up to 
the fact that our proficiency flying and administrative activities at 
Bolling may have to be entered into Andrews in the very near future 
on account of air space saturation in the Washington area. So the 
military use of Andrews, although very great now, will probably be 
even greater in the near future. 

The CHatrman. Well, don’t let them push you off. 

Mr. Devereux. May I ask a question in that connection? 

The CuarmMan. Yes. 

Mr. Devereux. Is there any thought of taking the research and 
development down to Andrews, or what are the plans on that? 

General Wasunourne. It has been considered, General Devereux, 
that we would build the authorized headquarters of the Research and 
Development Command at Andrews. However that recommenda- 
tion has not been accepted and there is no present plan to do so. 

Mr. Hess. The Navy is in there, also, are they, General? 

Colonel RopenHAuseR. Well, it is part of MATS. 

General WasHrourne. The Navy of course is a part of military 
Air Transport Service, Mr Hess, but they don’t have any independent 
operation at Andrews. 

Mr. Huss. They have their transport planes in there, the Navy 
Transport Planes? 

General Wasnsourne. That is right. 

The Cuareman. It is all one now. 

Mr. Van Zanpr. That is only as MATS, however. 

General WasHnourne. That is the MATS part of it, yes. 

Mr. Rivers. You always have an admiral as a deputy, don’t 

ou? 
? General Wasuuourne. Been that way up to now, I believe, sir. 

Mr. Rivers. I imagine it will continue under Radford? 

General WasHnourne. I expect so, but I don’t know that for sure. 

Mr. Rivers. Yes. 

The Cuatrman. O. K, Andrews is approved. 

Now, we come to Charleston. 

Colonel Ropennauser. Charleston Air Force Base, Charleston, 
S. C., page 51 of the bill and page 394 of the Air Force program. 

Here we are asking for $4,314,716 in new authorization and the 
reprograming of $6,791,000 in prior years authorization. 

Mr. Rivers. I certainly want to congratulate you on that. 

Mr. Sxarer. Where can you spend all this money? 

Mr. Van Zanpr. Don’t you think we should strike this? 


Mr. Suarer. I think we should go into it much more thoroughly 
than you are. . 

Mr. Rivers. When you boys finish, I will have my say. 

Mr SuHarer. The fact of the case is, I don’t think this can be done 
under the Geneva agreement. [Laughter.] 

Mr. Rivers. You must remember we got some liaison between our 
country and yours. 
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I want to congratulate the Air Force for such a conservative 
estimate. 

The Cuarrman. This is a beautiful new field. Mendel took me 
over it. [want to congratulate you on the fine type of barracks you 
are constructing down there and the chapel. It is about the most 
beautiful chapel on this new base that | have seen anywhere. 

Mr. Hess. It is 10-year construction, too. 

Mr. Rivers. | will have you understand—off the record. 

(Statement off the record.) 

Mr. Bennerr. I would like to ask a question why- 

The CuHarrMan. Yes. 

Mr. Bennerr. | am serious about asking why so much money for 
just a 10-year type of construction. 

Mr. Rivers. That is right. 

Mr. Bennert. Is that helpful? 

Mr. Rivers. It should be changed to a 25-year, just like I have 
been saying. 

Mr. Bennerr. I was serious. This is a lot of money to put in 
temporary type of construction. 

The Cuarrman. I think that those barracks constructed out of 
concrete blocks will last much longer. 

Mr. Bennert. In that good climate. 

The CuHarrman. You are very lucky to get the 10-year. 

You better take it. 

Mr. Rivers. Wait, Mr. Chairman. 

Let me say this—— 

Mr. Duruam. Let me ask one question. 

Mr. Rivers. Don't read me out of court, now. 

Mr. Duruam. This is serious. 

You have 85 acres here for $25,000, which is a lot of money ,too. 
I want the general to tell me something about that. It is a lot of 
money for 85 acres. 

Colonel Ropennauser. Yes, sir. 

Colonel Price. Mr. Durham, I am afraid I didn’t get your 
question. 

Mr. Duruam. | say you have $25,000 here. You have $12,000 
and $24,000 set up in items 23 and 24. 

Colonel Price. Oh. 

Mr. Duruam. For land easements. You have 54 acres in one and 
35 in the other. 

Mr. Hess. $225 an acre. 

Mr. Durgam. You just have 85 acres. What are you using that 
for? 

Colonel Pricr. The item for 54 acres is for a restrictive easement 
around 2 areas, one in which ammunition for the Air Defense Com- 
mand Mission is made ready, and another item of 7 acres for a restric- 
tive easement around the alert hangar where a certain amount of that 
ammunition is. 

Mr. Duraam. You already have acreage for that, haven’t you, at 
the present time? 

You are just adding this acreage to the present storage; is that 
right? 

Colonel Price. That is in addition to our present holdings in the 
way of a danger area around areas in which we would like to store 
ammunition but are currently unable to do so. 
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Mr. Rivers. You just don’t store ammunition in the middle of the 
runway. 

Colonel Price. That is right. 

Mr. Duruam. What I am asking, Whether or not it is used actually 
for storage or are you just simply putting a perimeter because you 
don’t want somebody walking around it? 

Colonel Price. This is a hazard area. 

Mr. Duruam. That is all. Thank you very much. 

Tue CuatrMan. What kind of a lease is it? 

Mr. Rivers. We have a TAC command there with C-119’s. This 
committee will well remember the discussion we had up here around 
Atlantic City for that MATS base here. This will obviate it, and a 
base which they have already recaptured. So when you see the base, 
those of you who haven’t had that pleasure and privilege, you will see 
what a good investment it is. And it was recaptured; the base was 
recaptured. 

The CuarrMan. What kind of a lease is this? 

Colonel Price. This is a lease for $1 per year for 30 years from 
1952. 

The CHarrMan. Fine. 

Without objection, I guess we will approve Charleston. 

Okay for Charleston. 

Dover. 

Colonel Ropenuavuser. Dover Air Force Base, Dover, Del., page 
51 of the bill and page 398 of the Air Force program. 

Here, we are asking for $1,654,000 in new authorization and the 
reprogramming of $1,694,000 in prior years’ authorization. It covers 
10 categories of airfield facilities. Among the larger items are air- 
field pavements, which we desire to extend the parking apron, and 
the alert taxiway for the air defense unit going into Dover, for various 
operational facilities, $744,000; and for two hangars, one for the air 
defense unit, and the other a base maintenance hangar, in the amount 
of $612,000; utilities in the amount of $485,000; and personnel facili- 
ties including a theater and a chapel with an educational wing for 
$485,000, a total of $3,348,000. 

Mr. Duruam. I want to ask you what item No. 13 is. 

You have $46,000 there for an easement for 1,000 acres of land. 

Colonel Ropenuavuser. That is that avigation easement. 

Colonel Price. Mr. Durham, that item is for the protection of both 
ends of two runways, none of which are currently protected against 
encroachment. This item will insure against the Government not 
being able to enjoy its investment in this installation. 

Mr. Dvuruam. A lot of money, again, for a 1,000-acre easement. I[ 
think you better buy this land. 

The Cuarrman. Without objection, Dover is approved. 

Mr. Rivers. How many delineations of 86’s do you have? 
— WasHBourne. I didn’t understand the third word, Mr. 

ivers. 

Mr. Rivers. I say, how many delineations or demarcations of 
86 jets do you have? You have D’s. 

Are they really fighter-bombers? 

The CHAIRMAN. at is this of F86D. 

General WasHBourNeE. Four or five active types, Mr. Rivers, in the 
86 series. 
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a Rivers. Some of them actually are fighter-bombers, are they 
not? 

General WAsHBOURNE. Yes, sir. 

Colonel Ropennauser. That is right, sir; that is correct. 

General WasuBourNe. This is a fighter-bomber version of the F—86. 

The CuarrmMan. Without objection, Dover is approved. 

MeGuire. 

Colonel RopenHAuserR. McGuire Air Force Base, Wrightstown, 
N. J., page 52 of the bill and page 401 of the Air Force program. 

Here, we are asking for the reprograming of $4,638,000 in prior 
years’ autborizations, to cover categories of airfield facilities. 

The principal category is airfield pavements in the amovat of 
$3,115,000, and covers the extension of existing pavements as well as 
the construction of a new warmup pad for aircraft at McGuire and a 
wash rack. 

Mr. Van Zanpr. What is that Navy outfit doing there? 

Colonel RopennAvuser. This again, sir, is part of the Military Air 
Transport System, and the Navy has two squadrons scheduled into 
McGuire as part of that, sir. 

They are RD-6 type aircraft. 

The Cuarrman. Okay. 

MeGuire is approved. 

Palm Beach. 

Colonel Ropennauser. Palm Beach International Airport, Palm 
Beach, Fla., page 52 of the bill and page 403 of the Air Force program. 

We are asking here for the reprograming of $2,440,000 in prior 
vears’ authorizations to cover seven categories of airfield facilities. 

he principal one is airfield pavements, again, and principally to 
strengthen and widen the existing pavements at Palm Beach which 
are in a very high state of disintegration at the present time. 

The next main category is for troop housing at this installation. 
Those are the two high-cost items in this program. 

The CuarrmMan. Without objection, Palm Beach is approved. 

Colonel Ropenuauser. That, sir. 

The CuatrMan. That finishes MATS. 

Mr. Devereux. Mr. Chairman, may I ask one question on this 
MATS? 

The CHarrMAN. Yes. 

Mr. Devereux. What about your base up on the Aleutian chain, 
that I understand you are giving up? Do you have any information 
on that? 

General WasHsourNe. You refer to Shemya? 

Mr. Devereux. Yes. 

General WasuBourne. Yes, sir; the Air Force is relinquishing that 
as an operational base, beginning July 1 this year. 

Mr. Devereux. Will anybody take it over? 

Colonel RopennAuser. CAA was to take over, as I understand it, 
the communications activities at that location. 

Mr. Devereux. They were somewhat concerned about the Air 
Force giving that up because they wouldn’t be able to have the pay- 
load if they couldn’t drop down there, and refuel as they are doing 
presently. 

General WasHpourNe. Yes, sir; we could appreciate their concern. 
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We had extended the utilization of that base for 2 years bevond the 
real military need for it in consideration of the charter work across 
the Pacific. 

But it did not seem that we could keep it open any longer than this 
summer based on military need, 

Mr. Devereux. As far as MATS is concerned, you have no longer 
any need for it? 

General WasHpourne. Not sufficient to warrant the expense of 
keeping it open. 

Mr. Duruam. Seven acres of land you are purchasing down there 
in Palm Beach for $46,000——— 

Mr. CunnincHam. That is over $6,000 an acre. 

Mr. Duruam. Very high-priced land. Is that necessary, absolutely? 

Colonel Price. Mr. Durham, this particular parcel of land has a 
building on it which is a hangar containing 12,816 square feet. 

Mr. Durnam. Can you use the hangar? 

Colonel Prick. We have a use for the hangar and it is currently 
under lease. But as of the present time, this lease would run until 
1960, at which time it would expire and we would have paid $48,000 
for an interest which is worth $41,000. 

Mr. Bennertr. Who built the hangar originally? 

Mr. Duruam. It is a good thing to buy it. On the item here it is 
is just straight-out land, you knaw, and we don’t know about these 
items. 

Mr. Bennerr. Do you know who built this hangar? 

Colonel Pricz. Mr. Bennett, I don’t know for sure but I am quite 
safe in saying that it was not built by the Government. 

Mr. Rivers. Is the reason you are going in Palm Beach because of 
the Miami area being so congested? 

Colonel Ropennauser. That is part of it, sir. 

The other is that that is our principal training station for our 
multi-engine-type transport pilots there. 

In other words, the MATS people carry on their training of those 
pilots who are going to fly those large aircraft. 

Mr. Rivers. Will that be a port of embarkation and debarkation? 

Colonel Ropennauser. No, sir. 

Palm Beach, you don’t believe, is carried in that category. No, 
sir; it is not a port. 

The Cuareman. All right. That finishes that category. 

Now, we will return to the Air Materiel Command, page 47, of your 
bill, and page 345 of the book. 

Wasnpourne. Under this command, Mr. Chairman, there 
are 15 stations in the program, all of which are permanent bases. 

Early in the week the committee asked that we show a map of the 
location in the United States, and Colonel Moore is prepared to do 
that, briefly, at this time. 

The Cuarrman. Thank you very much. 

Colonel, you proceed. 

Colonel Moore. On this chart, sir, indicated in-red, are our AMC 
facilities or depots. 

The red dot with the red cirele around it indicates our major depot 
system. We have a major depot at McClellan Field, Sacramento, 
Calif.; at Hill Field, Ogden, Utah; at Norton Air Force Base in San 
Bernardino, Calif.; at Kelly Air Force Base, San Antonio, Tex.; 
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Tinker Air Force Base, Oklahoma City, Okla.; at Brookley, in 
Alabama; at Robins, in Georgia; at Olmstead, in Pennsylvania. 
Those stations do constitute our major depot system. 

The smaller dots you see here [indicating] indicate our smaller or 
secondary depot system. These depots primarily specialize in one 
type of supply. We do not in all cases have an airfield at those 
smaller depots. 

The CHarrmMan. You have them pretty well scattered. 

Colonel Moore. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Rivers. You have 250,000 items in your inventory in a major 
depot, don’t you? 

Colonel Moore. Yes, sir; well, that amount. 

Mr. Durnam. How is W right- Patterson? Isn’t that getting pretty 
crowded there? 

Colonel Moore. Wright-Paterson—I haven’t been there recently, 
and I can’t tell vou exactly how crowded that is. That is our AMC 
headquarters. 

We have a number of technical facilities there as well as depot. 

Mr. Durnam. Quite a bit of it; research and everything else. 

Colonel Moore. Yes, sir. 

The CuarrmMan. Thank you very much, Colonel. 

That will give us a good review of where they are located. 

The first item is Birmingham Modification Center. 

Colonel Birmingham Modification Center at Birm- 
ingham, Ala. It is on page 47 of the bill, and page 345 of the Air 
Force program. 

We are asking for the reprograming of $78,000 in prior years’ 
authorization to cover two categories of facilities. These are needed 
in connection with the work carried on at the modification center. 

The Cuatrman. What happened to all the barracks adjacent to the 
airfield there in Birmingham? 

Was it turned over to the citv for a hospital? 

Colonel Ropennavser. I believe it was. I know we don’t—— 

The Cnarrman. The city—I think it was turned over to the city 
for a hospital, wasn’t it? 

Mr. Suarer. Yes. 

The Cuarrman. just wondered. 

Colonel Ropennauser. They are not carried in the Air Force 
inventory, sir, those barracks. 

The CHatrMan. Yes. Without objection, Birmingham is approved. 

Colonel Ropennavser. The next base is Brookley Air Force Base, 
= Mobile, Ala., page 47 of the bill and page 347 of the Air Force 

ogram. 

ere, we are asking for the reprograming of $3,814,000 in prior 
years’ authorizations to cover eight categories of airfield facilities, the 
principal category being pavements, again, where we desire to extend 
the primary runway, strengthen the existing runway —— 

The CHarrMan. Build a new one? 

Coloriel Ropennavser. It is not entirely new, sir. It is to extend 
the existing one, to make it long enough to handle the large C—124- 
type transports that are coming mm and out of there, and plan to con- 
tinue in the future with full heavy loads. 

Mr. Van Zanpr. What is it now? 

Colonel RopenHavser. 7,000 feet, sir. 
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Mr. Van Zanvr. What are you going to extend it to? 

Colonel RopennauseEr. 2,600 extension. That will be 9,600, sir. 

Mr. Rivers. The mission of this base is very large, is it not? 

Colonel RopENHAUSER. Yes, sir. 

The Cuarrman. What about your storage facilities there? 

When Mr. Brooks and I were down there, we saw millions of dollars 
of material out in the open, with tarpaulins—some of them had tar- 
paulins covering them, and other huge quantities, just out in the 
open weather. 

Colonel Ropennauser. That is correct, Mr. Chairman, and we 
have in prior years’ program additional warehousing some of which 
has been released for construction. 

We have none in this program for Brookley because we have not 
been able to get full release on all of the warehousing programed in 
prior years. 

We did not include any new in here. 

Mr. Duruam. How about item 22 there, 128 acres of land for 
$500,000? 

Colonel Pricr. That item is necessary, Mr. Durham, for the exten- 
sion of the runway. 

Mr. Dura. at kind of land is that? 

Colonel Price. This is residential property. The bare land value 
is estimated at $1,263 an acre and it at present time contains 37 sets 
of improvements which are valued at $226,000. 

Mr. Rivers. That is the only base you have in the United States 
where you have deep water for tankers right on your airbase. 

The CuarrMan. That is right. 

Mr. Duruam. Can’t we get some place to build an airport without 
tearing down residential properties and then when we have it to again 
build residences? ; 

Colonel Ropennavuser. This, Mr. Durham, is right on the water- 
front, and any further extension in that direction is going to have to 
run out into the water. 

I mean, I don’t think we will run into that problem again in the 
future. 

Mr. Duruam. I hope not. 

Colonel Ropennavuser. This takes it right out to the shoreline, 
sure. 

Mr. Durnam. When did we occupy that base? 

In 1940? 

General WasHBourNe. It was built during the early part of the 
war, Mr. Durham. 

Mr. Durnam. 1941. 

The Cuairman. Without objection, Brookley is approved. 

Mr. Duruam. We are adding to the mistake we made. 

Colonel Ropennauser. The next base is Gentile Air Force Depot 
at Dayton, Ohio, page 48 of the bill and page 350 of the Air Force 
m. 
are asking for the reprograming of $489,000 in prior years’ 
authorizations to cover three categories of facilities. 

Utilities, storage facilities and shop facilities. 

Tie Cuareman. We own all the acreage there. 

Colonel Ropennauser. That is correct, sir. 

The Cuarrman, And no new authorizations, 
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Without objection, Gentile is approved. 

Next is Hill Air Force Base. 

Colonel Ropennavser. Hil] Air Force Base, at Ogden, Utah, page 
48 of the bill and page 352 of the Air Force program. 

In this program we are requesting the reprograming of $2,237,000 
in prior years’ authorizations and new authorizations in the amount 
of $8,304,721, for a total of $10,542,000 at this station. 

This is to cover eight categories of airfield facilities, the principal 
category being airfield pavements in which we desire to build a new 
runway at Hil] Air Force Base in order to make it safe for the opera- 
tion of jet, small-type jet aircraft into and out of that depot. 

We have had several serious accidents in the recent past due to the 
present heading and length of the existing runway. It is necessary 
to change that heading and to construct entirely a new facility. 

Mr. Kivpay. It is about the hardest place in the world to land, 
isn’t it? 

Colonel Ropennauser. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Ketiener. You might mention the storage facilities, colonel. 

Colonel Ropennauser. Yes. 

Mr. Keuiener. $3,360,000. That is part of 2 million square feet 
in the whole program, as I understand it. 

Colonel Ropennavuser. That is correct. 

We have depot storage facilities at only three locations in this 
prozram. 

Hill, Tinker, and Robins Air Force Bases, and this of course is 
one of the three. 

Mr. Smarr. A question, Mr. Chairman. 

The CHarrMan. Yes. 

Mr. Smarr. As you know, the Ogden Arsenal, which is an Army 
installation, is immediately adjacent to this field, is it not? 

General WasHBourne. Yes; that is right. 

Colonel Ropennauser. Yes; that is right. 

Mr. Smarr. I understand that there is now under consideration a 
possibility that the Ogden Arsenal might be declared surplus to the 
needs of the Army. If that were true—and I understand further that 
there is considerable warehousing and storage and what not on the 
Ogden Arsenal—would it be possible for the Air Force to utilize that 
and forego any of the storage or warehousing in this program? 

Colonel Ropennavser. In connection with that, Mr. Smart, the 
Office of the Secretary of Defense in his review of this program took 
into consideration that warehousing that was available or could 
possibly be made available to the Air Force in these various areas and 
reduced the program accordingly. I would like to ask Mr. Sheridan— 
I believe he is here in the audience—if in this particular instance the 
problem of Ogden Arsenal was considered? 

Mr. Sueripan. Yes, sir; it was, colonel. 

In answer to Mr. Smart’s question, there is a study under way 
right now, as to whether Army utilization warehousing may become 
available. If it does become available at Ogden, then we will consider 
not using this authorization to the full amount. 

Mr. Smart. Then there is a possibility that this may not be needed 
if you get certain facilities which might subsequently become available 
at Ogden Arsenal. 

Mr. SHERIDAN. Yes, sir; that is correct. 
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Colonel RopeNHAvsER. The chances are not too good of getting it 
the way you want. You may get parts of it, and not complete 
facilities. 

Mr. Bray. Mr. Chairman. 

The CuarrMan. Yes. 

Mr. Bray. If the Army abandons it, what other use would they 
make of it? 

Colonel Ropennauser. Can you answer that question, Mr. 
Sheridan? If the Army abandons the Ogden Arsenal, what other 
use could possibly be made of it by the Army? 

Mr. SHeripan. No, sir; | can’t answer that. 

Mr. Bray. Then probably you will get ali of it if it is abandoned. 

Colonel Ropennauser. There is that chance, sir. 

Mr. Bray. What other chance could there be? 

Colonel Ropensauser. If they abandon only the Arsenal activities 
there, sir, but retain some of the storage facilities for their use, we 
may not get what you are talking about. We don’t know the Army’s 
plans in that connection, sir. 

Our experience in the past has been that many times square footage 
is made available, but it is portions of existing warehouses and not 
complete warehouses. Then you come into the incompatibility of 
items in the same building. One may be a fire hazard and the other 
one not. It is different daaten of storage, you see. 

The Cuarman. What kind of construction would these warehouses 
be, under storage facilities? 

General WasuspourNe. Standard masonry construction, Mr. Chair- 
man. 

The CuairMan. Masonry construction. 

General WasHpourne. Yes, sir; they are masonry with high 
fireproofing qualities. 

he CHarRMAN. You have a lot of work to do out there. And you 
need an additional $8,305,000 authorization to carry out the program 
that you have outlined here? 

Colonel Ropennavuser. That is correct, sir. 

That is principally brought about by that runway, new runway, 
that has to be constructed. 

The CuarrMan. Well, it is an important base. Without objection, 
Hill is approved. 

Colonel Ropmnnauser. The next base, Mr. Chairman, is Kelly 
Air Force Base at San Antonio, Tex., page 48 of the bill and page 355 
of the Air Force program. 

Here, we are asking for the reprograming of $12,713,000 in prior 
years authorizations, and are requesting no new authorization at this 
station. 

The principal amount is involved in the airfield pavement category, 
category A, on page 356, amounting to $11,479,000 for airfield pave- 
ments. The principal concern here is the construction of an entirely 
wer runway and the related construction and removals that pertain 
thereto. 

The CHarrMan. We have had a total authorization up to date of 
$54 million there. 

Colonel RopenHAuseErR. That is correct, sir. 

‘ The CuatrMan. This is a whopper, but Texas is a fairly good-sized 
tate. 
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Mr. Kiupay. That is where the whole thing started. This is where 
the Air Force started. 

General WasHBourNne. Yes, sir. 

This was one of the early flying fields of the Air Force. 

Mr. Kixpay. It started in 1917. 

The CHarrMan. Yes. 

Mr. Duruam. How about that $1,500 an acre land? 

Let’s look at that for just a little bit there. 

Colonel Price. Mr. Durham, that consists of irrigated farmlands 
and 23 acres of platted subdivision. 

Mr. Duruam. Do we have to move any houses or anything? 

Colonel Price. There are 12 sets of improvements. 

Mr. Kiipay. That is a very remarkable area there, with a very 
peculiar situation existing. This is irrigated vegetable land. For 
instance, they raise a crop of radishes every 21 days out there except 
in January when it takes 4 weeks. It is at the city limits of the city 
of San Antonio. 

Mr. CunninGcuam. This is in Texas, isn’t it? 

Mr. Kiupay. It is part of Texas. But there is a very serious 
problem there. This fine irrigated land is being pressed by the city 
from the north and by Kelly from the south. 

You move 6 inches outside of the artesian belt that comes through 
there, and you have dry land. 

You can’t get any water. So if 37 years ago they would have had 
foresight not to get into that artesian belt, you wouldn’t have to pay 
this price. But you already have $54 million in there and you have 
to have the land. And you will notice there are over 20,000 civilians. 

The Cuarrman. How many fields do you have near San Antonio? 

Mr. Krixpay. I refuse to answer it. 

The CHarrman. [Aside.] 

Mr. Kitpay. Kelly, Lackland, Randolph, and Brooks. 

Mr. Duruam. What are you going to do when the Federal Gov- 
ernment takes it all over? 

Mr. Kitpay. Of course, we gave up that land, and have more to 
give up for the Air Academy. [Laughter.} 

The CHarrmMan. Without objection, Kelly is approved. 

Go to Mallory, Memphis. 

Colonel Ropennauser. The next base is Mallory, page 48 of the 
bill and page 358 of the Air Force Program. 

At Mallory we are asking $242,691, in new authorization and the 
reprograming of $25,000 in prior vears’ authorizations, this to cover 
two categories of facilities, aircraft maintenance facilities and utilities. 

The CHarrMan. Without objection, Mallory is approved. 

McClellan Air Force Base. 

Colonel Ropennauser. The next base is MeClellan Air Force 
Base, at Sacramento, Calif., on page 48 of the bill and page 360 of the 
Air Force program. 

At this station, we are asking for the reprogramming of $3,415,000 in 
prior years’ authorizations to cover seven categories of airfield facili- 
ties. You will note here that we have an ADC mission in at Mec- 
Clellan, although it is an AMC depot, in order to make use of this 
facility to the maximum. 


Mr. Smart. No land. 
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Colonel RopeNHAusER. There is no land involved at this station, 
Mr. Chairman. 

The Cuarrman. Good. 

Mr. Durnam. How much are you paying for that lease down 
there, though? You have 721 acres there leased. 

Colonel Price. $3,451.43 a year. 

Mr. Duruam. You were getting a better price back in those days 
than we are getting now. 

The Cuarrman. Without objection, McClellan is approved. 

Colonel Ropennavuser. The next base, Mr. Chairman, is Norton 
Air Force Base, at San Bernardino, on page 49 of the bill and page 
363 of the Air Force program. 

Here we are asking for $2,183,000 in new authorization and the 
reprograming of $2,120,000 in prior years’ authorizations, to cover six 
categories of the airfield facilities. 

The principal categories here are airfield pavements where we desire 
to extend the operational parking apron and stabilize the taxiway 
shoulders, also to construct additional aircraft maintenance facilities 
which are urgently needed at this station in the amount of $2,185,000. 

Mr. Duruam. Tell us a little bit about that land, $162,000 for a 
few hundred acres. 

Colonel Price. The first major item, No. 13, for purchase of fee 
title on 60 acres, is for flight clearances. And ordinarily, it is the 
type of requirement that could be met with an avigation easement. 

n. this particular instance, however, the topography is such that 
this land rises off the end of the runway at approximately the same 
angle as the glide angle, so that any easement taken on this property 
would prohibit its use for any normal purpose. Having, therefore, 
deprived the owner of substantially all use of his property, we are in 
a position of having to pay him the full value of the property. 

That being the case, we are asking for authority to take it in fee 
simple title rather than easement. 

Mr. Durnam. We have much improvements on. it? 

Colonel Priczn. There are no improvements on this land. 

Mr. Duruam. No improvements, and $1,000 an acre? 

Colonel Price. It is subdivided for residential development but as 
of now, there have been no houses built. 

The Cuarrman. How much an acre? 

Mr. Duruam. Nearly $1,000. 

Colonel Price. The basic cost of this is about $850 an acre, but 
with the cost of acquisition and so forth—and, excuse me, for the 
record, there is one set of improvements at $9,000. One house has 
been built. That brings it up to an average of 1,107. 

Mr. Durnam. $1,107 an acre. 

Colonel Price. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Duruam. 60 acres. 

No improvements on it except one house. 

Colonel Price. That is correct, sir. 

The CuarrMan. That is pretty stiff. 

Mr. Duruam. Now, that thirty acres down there: has that improve- 
ments on it? 

It is about a thousand dollars an acre—$987 an acre. 

; + gig Price. This item for 30 acres is for a radio communication 
acility. 
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Mr. Duruam. Is that on the base or off at some distance? 

Colonel Price. It is adjacent to the base. 

Mr. Duruam. It is adjacent to the base. 

Colonel Price. Mr. Durham, and it is agricultural land which is 
valued from $600 to $1,000 per acre. 

Mr. Duruam. It is pretty close to a thousand, 987. 

Go ahead, Mr. Chairman. 

The Cuarrman. Allright. Without objection, Norton is approved. 

Norwalk No. 1. 

Colonel Ropennauser. Mr. Chairman, the next two bases are 
Norwalk No. 1 Air Force Tank Farm, and Norwalk No. 2 Air Force 
Tank Farm, both at Norwalk, Calif. 

We are asking for new authorization in here at Norwalk No. 1 for 
$156,000, and at Norwalk No. 2, $737,000. 

Purpose of this authorization is to provide floating roof construction 
on the tanks at these tank farms to comply with the local ordinance 
against smog. We are required to protect the Government’s interest 
in this area by this construction. It does not provide for any new 
tankage whatsoever, but merely the conversion of that that is existing 
now + dtd» the improved type of roof to prevent the dispensing of 
smog in the Los Angeles area. 

The CuHarrMan. You certainly have plenty of it. 

All right. Without objection, Norwalk No. 1 and Norwalk No. 2 
are both approved. 

Olmsted Air Force Base, at Middletown. 

Colonel Ropennavuser. Olmsted Air Force Base, at Middletown, 
Pa., on page 49 of the bill and page 370 of the Air Force program. 

At Olmsted we are asking to reprogram $1,970,000 in prior years’ 
authorization to provide for five categories of facilities at this base. 

The principal category is in the utilities area, in the amount of 
$1,269,000. 

The principal items there are first of all industrial treatment in 
order to handle the waste from that facility and the second major 
one in the utility category is sewage treatment which we are required 
to provide in order to comply with the State law about poluting 
streams in Pennsylvania. 

Mr. Kevtiener. Would you mention the land, there, Colonel? 

Colonel Ropenuauser. Yes. 

Mr. Keuuener. At $272,000. 

Colonel Ropennauser. The land carried here under Olmsted 
actually pertains to the Marine Depot in Philadelphia, which the 
Air Force is taking over from the Navy Department—the buildings— 
and we desire to buy the land on which the buildings are located. 

Mr. Duruam. That is item 11. 

Colonel Ropennavser. That is item 11, yes, sir, Mr. Durham. 
RH Duruam. $272,000 for six acres. That has buildings on it, 
then? 

Colonel Price. This land has on it buildings that are valued at 
close to $1 million. 

The present cost of the lease is $34,932 per year for the land. The 
purpose of this project is to purchase the land on which we have 
these Government-owned buildings. 

Mr. Bennett. Can you use the buildings? 

Colonel Price. We are using the buildings, yes, sir. 
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to live on it? 

Mr. Smart. You didn’t build it 

Colonel Price. These buildings were built by the Army in 1918, 
Mr. Durham, and transferred to the Marines in 1922. We acquired 
it from the Department of the Navy during the last war. 

Mr. Harpy. You are going to pay this money to the Marine Corps, 
or to the Navy? 

Colonel Price. No, sir. 

The land is owned by a private individual. 

: Mr. Duruam. A private individual. How much are we paying 
or it? 

Colonel Price, We are now paying $34,932 per year. 

Mr. Devereux. That is like ground rent. 

Mr. Duruam. I think we are doing a good thing to buy it. Are 
you sure vou can purchase it for that price? 

Colonel Price. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Duruam. Of course, you are paying $272,000 actually for 6 
acres of land, because we own the buildings and we built the buildings. 

Colonel Price. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Dvuruam. In other words, we are paying—how much—per 
acre? 

The Cuarrman. (Aside to Mr. Durham). 

Mr. Duruam. There is nothing else to do except to buy it. We 
will have to buy the land. 

The CuarrmMan. Without objection, Olmsted is approved. 

Mr. Durnam. Who entered into a contract such as that? 

The Cuarrman. Robins Air Force Base. 

Colonel RopennAvuser. Robins Air Force Base, at Macon, Ga., 
page 50 of the bill and page 372 of the Air Force program. 

ere, we are asking for $10,138,000 in new authorization and the 
reprograming of $6,427,000 in prior years authorizations at this base. 
This 1s to cover nine categories of facilities. 

The principal categories involved are, again, airfield pavements at 
this station, in which we desire to build a new primary runway and 
strengthen other existing pavements at this station, in the amount of 
$7,272,000. 

Also, in category N, we desire to build 960,000 square feet of addi- 
tional warehousing, and modify 63,750 square feet of existing ware- 
housing, in the total amount of $5,871,000, those being the two 
principal categories in the program. 

Utilities involves $1,800,000, and the principal item in that is for a 
fire-extinguisher system to go along with the warehousing. 

Mr. Duruam. Tell us a little bit about that land item. Item 2 
there is a big item. You have $53,000 there on that item. 

Mr. Smarr. 210 acres. 

Colonel Ropennauser. Land on fee purchase, 210 acres, $250 an 
acre. 

Mr. Duruam. I mean $53,000. What is that? .Has that some 
buildings on it? 

Colonel Price. Mr, Durham, that is for the runway extension and 
some of it is cultivated farmland and some of it is woodland. The 
farmland is estimated at $150 an acre. The woodland is estimated 
at $50 an acre. 
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Mr. Dursnam. Why do we put it all down at $250 an acre. 

Colonel Pricr. There are 4 farm buildings involved in this and 
the resettlement of 4 families. 

The Cuatrman. That is what brings it up. 

Without objection, Robins is approved. 

Tinker. 

Colonel Roprennauser. Tinker Air Force Base, Oklahoma City, 
Okla., page 50 of the bill and page 375 of the Air Force program. 

At Tinker, we are asking for $5,953,000 in new authorization, and 
the reprograming of $260,000 in prior years’ authorizations, this to 
cover 10 categories of airfield facilities at Tinker. 

The principal item is $1,123,000 for aircraft maintenance facilities, 
$1,026,000 for utilities, and $3,516,000 for storage facilities at Tinker, 
this being the third depot at which additional w arehousing has been 
authorized in this program. 

Mr. Duruam. Who owns the land that is on? You haven’t any 
here. Youhave no land. How did we get the base there, and no land? 

Colonel Rovennavuser. That is correct. The Government owns it. 

Mr. Durnam. What? 

Colonel RopenHAuser. That is correct. The Government owns it, 

es, sir. 
Mr. Duruam. Government-owned, all of it? 

Mr. Cunntnenam. No. There is land in this project. 

Mr. Devereux. It doesn’t say so. 

Colonel Price. The base consists of 2,062 acres of Government- 
owned land. 

Mr. Duruam. You haven't any land listed here at Tinker at all. 

Colonel Price. No, sir. That was omitted in error, apparently. 

Mr. Duruam. Oh, it was. 

Colonel Price. The record should be corrected, to show 2,062 acres 
of Government land—— 

r. Dunnam. Two thousand 

Mr. SMART. 62, wholly Government-owned. 

Mr. Durnam. Government-owned. 

The Crarrman. A total of 3,000 military personnel and 21,000 
civilians? 

Colonel Ropennauser. Yes, sir. 

This is one of our biggest depots, Mr. Chairman. 

The CuHarrMan. 21,760 civilians. 

General WAsHBouRNE. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Smart. You find that at all of the depots. 

Mr. Durnam. You ought to look at Kelly there. 

Mr. Smarr. In any of the services 

The Cuarrman. A city in itself, Well, I am not surprised at some 
of vour requests. 

Mr. Duruam. We have 12,000 at Olmsted. 

The Cuatrman. Yes. Without objection, Tinker is approved. 

Topeka. 

Colonel Ropenuavser. The next base is Topeka Air Force Depot, 
at Topeka, Kans., at page 50 and page 378 of the Air Force program. 

Here we are asking for $194,000 in new authorization and the repro- 
graming of $24,000 in prior years’ authorization to cover one cate- 
gory of facilities and that is utilities at Topeka. 
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You will note that the principal items there are gas supply mains 
and railroad trackage. 

The CHarrRMAN. Without objection, Topeka is approved. 

Mr. Smart.: Is that new trackage or relocation? 

Colonel RopenHAusER. New. 

The CuarrmMan. Wright-Patterson. 

Colonel Ropennavuser. The last base in the Air Materiel Command 
is the Wright-Patterson Air Force Base at Dayton, Ohio. At this 
base, we are requesting the reprograming of $5,847,000 in ptior years’ 
authorizations to cover five categories of facilities at this station. 

The principal categories involved in this amount are the utilities 
on page 381, in the amount of $1% million, and the research and 
development test facilities at the bottom of page 381 and all of page 
382 in the amount of $3,802,000 for the research and development 
command activities at the Wright-Patterson Air Force Base. 

Mr. Devereux. You think you are going to move the outfit from 
Baltimore and consolidate them over here after you get these facilities? 

Colonel Ropennavuser. No, sir. That is not contemplated by this. 
This is to continue research activities presently assigned the responsi- 
bility at the Wright Air Development Center, sir. 

The CuarrMaNn. Without objection, this last item 

Mr. Durnam. Item No. 20 there, what does that include, may I ask? 

Colonel Ropennavser. That is a missile-test facility, sir. 

Mr. Duruam. What is it, a wind tunnel? 

Colonel Ropennavuser. No, sir. This is not a wind tunnel. 

Is the R & D man here at the present time? Item No. 20, could 
you describe that? 

Mr. Smarr. State his name for the record. 

Colonel Roserts. I am Colonel Roberts, from the Air Research 
and Development Command, in Baltimore. 

The facility in question is to provide an addition to our equipment 
laboratory, to provide that laboratory with the capability of simulating 
high altitude blast tests on brushware and other electrical equipment. 
The facility would have the capability of providing proper temperature 
and blast effect up to 90,000 Feet, to provide a capability for testing, 
which does not exist in the Air Force at this time. 

Mr. Duruam. In other words, there is no duplication. That is why 
I am getting into these test facilities. 

Colonel No, sir. 

Mr. Duruam. Because we have some of them stuck around the 
country. 

Colonel Roxperts. No, sir, there is no duplication. 

Mr. Duruam. There would be no duplication. 

Colonel Roserts. No, sir. 

Mr. Duruam. That is all I want. 

Colonel Ropennauser. Mr. Durham, to reassure you, all of these 
facilities were passed on by the Assistant Secretary of Defense, Dr. 
Quarles, for Research and Development, and Mr. Floete’s office, to 
assure themselves there was no duplication within the Air Force or 
between the Air Force and the other services on these facilities. 

Mr. Duruam. I am glad to have that. We had that before. 

Colonel RopenHAvseER. Yes, sir. 

The CxrairMan. Without objection, Wright-Patterson is approved. 

Now, you don’t have any other item in the bill, but you do here 
in the book. 
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Colonel Ropennavuser. Yes, sir [off the record]. 

(Deleted for security.) 

The CuarrmMan. We have finished MATS. This brings us to the 
Continental Air Command. 

Mr. Devereux. Mr. Chairman, before we go on from there. 

The CHarrMan. Yes. 

Mr. Devereux. I would like to ask one question. 

The CHatrMan. Yes. 

Mr. Devereux. Is there anything in the authorization here that 
provides for movie production facilities for the Air Force? 

Colonel Ropennauser. Not to my knowledge, sir. There is 
nothing in R & D, is there, for movie production facilities or in AMC, 
either, is there, in the program? 

Colonel Rogerts. No, sir. 

Colonel Ropennavuser. No, sir; | am not aware of that. 

Mr. Devereux. The reason I asked that question: as I understand 
it, the Signal Corps has quite a facility on Long Island where they 
do produce moving pictures, training films and that sort of thing, 
and it was brought to my attention some time ago that the Air 
Force was starting to go into the movie production business down at 
Eglin Air Force Base, which would appear to be a duplication with 
respect to the Air Force and the Army, whether it is justified or not, 
whether anything is being programed along that line. 

} eres WasupBourne. No, sir; there are no facilities in this program 
or that. 

Mr. Devereux. Then is the Air Force producing movies now? 

General WasHBpourne. I didn’t understand the question. 

Mr. Dreverevx. Is the Air Force producing moving pictures now 
in connection with training films? 

General WasHBouRNE. Not the type that the Army Center is 
doing on Long Island, but we are producing, I would say, dozens of 
operational type motion pictures of one kind or another in connection 
with research and development, and industrial usage. 

We are adopting the television procedures to industry and research, 
just like business is, but they are not in the sense that you mentioned, 
motion pictures, of the type turned out in the Long Island laboratory. 

Mr. Devereux. Thank you. 

General WasHBourNE. As an example, for instance, the Air Force 
photo studio at Lookout Mountain in California, produced the pic- 
tures of Bikini blasts that were made by the task force out there. 
That is the kind of pictures that I would say were produced within 
the Air Force. 

Mr. Devereux. Could that have been done by the Signal Corps of 
the Army on Long Island? 

General WasHBourRNE. Not without substantial interference with 
their schedules. 

Mr. Devereux. My understanding was tha! they were not working 
to capacity now, and they have great facilities there. 

General WasHBourne. I don’t know about that. 

Mr. Devereux. The two moving picture corporations have given 
up because they couldn’t support it. 

General Wasnpourne. I can’t confirm that, General Devereux. 
I would like to check it up. J don’t personally know. 

Mr. Devereux. Would you, please? 
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General WasHBouRNE. Be glad to; yes, sir. 

The CuHarrMan. Fine. 

All right, General, we will proceed to the next. 

General WasHpourNne. Continental Air Command, 5 stations, and 
4 of them are permanent type and one is nonpermanent. 

Colonel Ropennauser. The first siaiion in the Continental Air 
Command is Beale Air Force Base at Marysville, Calif., on page 52 
of the bill and page 407 of the Air Force program. 

Mr. Harpy. You still have that one, Mr. Chairman. 

The CHarrMan. Yes. 

That is a big base, much larger than I thought. We own all 
those acres? 

Colonel Prics. Yes, sir. 

The CHarrMan. That is a lot of territory. 

Colonel Ropennauser. Here we are asking for the reprograming 
of $192,000 of prior years’ authorization for three categories of 
facilities, utilities, explosive storage and personnel facilities. 

The Cuarrman. Without objection, it is approved. 

Mr. Harpy. Mr. Chairman, might I ask him a question. 

The Cuairman. Yes. 

Mr. Harpy. Any of that 85,000 acres leased? 

General WAsHBouRN®. Yes, sir, a great deal of it is. 

Mr. Harpy. | don’t want to get into too much detail. I want to 
know whether or not actually you are going through the program to 
outlease the unused portion. 

Colonel Price. Yes, sir, there is something on the order of 30,000 
acres that is outleased for co-use by grazing. 

Mr. Harpy. You still have the 50,000 exclusively Air Force? 

Colonel Price. Something in that order in the Air Force. 

oF Harpy. And a substantial amount of that you don’t really 
need? 

Colonel Price. I beg your pardon. 

Mr. Harpy. A considerable amount of that you don’t really need 
for current operations? 

General WAsHBOURNS. Yes, sir, I would say we do need it for the 
uses it is being put, Mr. Hardy. That is range area. The operation 
for Mather Air Force Base down in Sacramento uses this acreage at 
Beale for their bombing and training purposes. 

Mr. Harpy. But you have 30,000 acres outleased. 

General WasHrourNeE. Outlease, 30,000 acres. 

Mr. Harpy. Thank you, Mr. Chairman. 

I just wanted to get that in the record. 

The CHarrman. It would be well to point out, though, that if the 
Force were further expanded it is mighty nice to own it instead of 
having some landlord gouge you. 

Mr. Harpy. Of course, that is true, but I hestitate to argue about 
this, because we could argue about this all day. 

The CuarrMan. Let’s go to the next item. 

Colonel RopenNavser. The next base is Brooks Air Force Base, 
San Antonio, Tex. ; 

Page 52 of the bill and page 409 of the Air Force program. 

The Cuarrman. Without objection, Brooks is approved. 

Colonel RopENHAUSER. Seven hundred fifty-seven thousand dollars 
in new authorization. 
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The Crarrman. That is right. 

Colonel Ropennauser. The next base is Dobbins Air Force Base 
at Marietta, Ga., $576,000 in new authorization, page 52 of the bill 
and page 411 of the Air Force program. 

This covers five categories of facilities and the principal facility here 
is an AC & W operation building in the amount of $234,000. 

The CuatrmMan. Without objection, Dobbins is approved. 

Colonel Ropennauser. The next base is Mitchel Air Force Base 
at Hempstead, N. Y., page 52 of the bill and page 413 of the Air 
Force program. 

At this base, we are asking for $211,000 in new authorization and 
the re-programing of $43,000 in prior years’ authorizations to cover 
four categories of facilities. 

The CHarrmMan. Without objection, it is approved. 

Colonel Ropennauser. The last base in the Continental Air Com- 
mand Program is Wolters Air Force Base, at Mineral Wells, Tex., 
page 53 of the bill and page 415 of the Air Force Program. At this 
station we are asking for the reprograming of $845,000 in prior 
years authorizations to cover five categories of air base facilities. The 
principal items here are land, 2613 acres in the amount of $269,000, 
which, if you will recall, Mr. Chairman, has on it a considerable 
amount of warehousing. 

Mr. Keviener. There was some doubt about the authority to ac- 
quire this land under previous law. 

Colonel RopENHAUsER. That is correct. 

Mr. Keiiener. And that is why it appears in here. 

Colonel RopenHAvseER. It was included in here to clear up the ques- 
tion of authorization. 

Mr. Bennerr. Some warehousing built originally by the Govern- 
ment or by somebody else? 

Colonel Ropenunauser. No, sir; by someone else. Is that correct, 
Colonel Price? 

It is the warehousing itself—that is private warehousing, is that 
correct? 

Colonel Price. I believe that is correct. 

Mr. Ketiener. | am not sure that that iscorrect. I nelieve that it 
was Government warehousing that was disposed of, and that you are 
reacquiring it. 

Colonel Price. That is correct. It was built by the Government, 
and disposed of to private individuals. 

Mr. Benner. Mr. Chairman, | hate to—— 

‘ The Cuarrman. I wonder what we sold it for and what we paid 
or it. 

Mr. Bennett. I really do think our committee ought to look into 
that, because I see that pattern being repeated repeatedly in this 
hearing, where we are acquiring at a good price things that we once 
owned, and developed, and turned over for apparently nothing in 
many cases. 

I think something ought to be done about that. 

The CuarkMan. Yes; I would like to know what we sold it for and 
what we have to pay for it. Will you get that information? 

Colonel Ropennauser. Yes; we will ge that for you, Mr. Chairman. 

The Custrman. We will pass Wolters by. 

Colonel Ropennavuser. That is the last station in the Continental 
Air Command, Mr. Chairman. 
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The Cuatrman. That brings us to Research and Development. 

Colonel RopennAuser. Yes, sir. 

In the Research and Development Command, we have 9 stations, 
8 of which are permanent stations and 1 of which is semipermanent. 

The first station in the Research and Development Command is the 
Edwards Air Foree Base at Muroc, Calif. It is on page 53 of the bill 
and page 419 of the Air Force Program. At this station we are asking 
for $16,192,000 in authorization and the reprograming of $11,286,000 
in prior years’ authorizations, making a total program of $27,478,000 
at Edwards Air Force Base. 

Mr. Smarr. Point out your tenants there. Multitenancy. 

Colonel RopennAuseR. We have a multitenancy here at Edwards, 
as you can see from page 419. 

The CAA is a joint user, the Navy is a joint user, the Army is a 
joint user, and the NACA is a joint user, as well as civilian contractors 
who perform work for the Government, and conduct tests at this 
station. 

The CHarrMan. You are going to have a total requirement in excess 
of $84 million. ' 

Colonel RopENHAvsER. That is correct, Mr. Chairman. 

The CuarrmMan. This is one of the largest, of course, and most 
expensive bases we have. 

Mr. Kixipay. It won’t be crowded on 388,000 acres. 

The CuarrmMan. No; it won’t. 388,000 acres at that station. 

Mr. Witson. Mr. Chairman 

The Cuarrman. I have a little article here just handed me by Mr. 
Kelleher which is very interesting. I think I will read it into the 
record. It will take only a moment. 

Muroe Lake, Calif. A runway 15,000 feet long, almost 3 miles, and 300 feet 
wide, is being constructed at Edwards Air Force Base here for planes that are 
steadily pushing back the frontiers of flights. The slab of concrete is 19 inches 
thick, is flanked by earth shoulders 300 feet wide. |The pouring of concrete with 
2 giant paving machines in operation is well underway. Completion is scheduled 
for November 1954. The runway is a major phase of the expansion program 
that is transforming Edwards Field into a permanent flight test center. 

That is an accurate article, I would take it. 

Mr. Durnam. How about your hangar space there now? At one 
time you didn’t have any there to amount to anything. 

Colonel Ropennauser. This only covers part of our requirement, 
Mr. Durham, for hangar space at Muroc. We have $7,428,000 in 
this program to cover that portion of it. I believe there is another 
308,000 square feet of additional hangar space required to complete 
the hangar program at Muroc, over ad above what is in this program. 

The CuarrmMan. Mr. Wilson. 

Mr. Wixson. Mr. Chairman, I have a question on item 46 in this 
particular base. What type of fence you are talking of, a nonstandard 
security fence? 

Colonel Mituer. I am Colonel Miller, ARDC. 

Sir, that is a type of electronic fence similar to that used by the 
Atomic Energy Commission. The particular terrain on which we 
intend to install this is such that the normal fence patrolled by guards 
and with security lighting would not be economical and we feel that 
this will provide the security and in the long run be cheaper than the 
standard type. 
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Mr. Witson. I notice the cost is $11 a foot, so much higher than 
other security fence. I wondered if it is electronic. That would ex- 
plain it all right to me. 

I wanted to bring up a point, Mr. Chairman. 

The Cuarrman. Yes. 

Mr. Witson. About the amount of fence that is being authorized 
here all the way through this bill. 

I added it up and it is about 500,000 feet, at some $2 million. Now, 
I understand the Appropriations Committee has made a point that 
someone in the Air Force last year purchased several hundred miles 
of chain link fence, and this is stored somewhere. I wonder if the 
Air Force is planning to try and utilize some of that facility? 

Colonel Ropennavuser. That has all been distributed by—for 
utilization against prior years’ programs, sir. 

Mr. Witson. All right. 

Colonel RopenHAvuser. The fence in here is not in any way duplica- 
tive of that fencing. 

Mr. Wison. Fine. Thank you. 

Colonel RopeNHAusER. Yes, sir. 

The CuartrmMan. Without objection, Edwards is approved. 

Griffiss Air Force Base. 

Colonel Ropennauser. Griffiss Air Force Base, at Rome, N. Y. 

Page 53 of the bill and page 423 of the Air Force program. At 
Griffiss Air Force Base, we are asking for $1,652,000 in new authori- 
zation and the reprogaming of $1,217,000 in prior years’ authoriza- 
tion, for a total of $2,864,000 for the program at Griffiss. The prin- 
cipal items involved in this at Griffiss are, again, airfield pavements 
in the amount of $145,000 which is to take care of the alert taxiway 
for the air defense fighter interceptor squadron which is to be located 
at the Griffiss Air Force Base. It also provides additional operating 
or operational facilities in the amount of $216,000 for ADC and the 
mission, existing mission at the base, a new alert hangar for the fighter 
interceptor squadron, a flight simulator training building for that 
squadron, the necessary utilities, a $5,000 land item, and $346,000 
in new storage facilities, principally for the ADC and AMC missions 
at this station. 

The Cuarrman. This is permanent construction, 25 year, isn’t it? 

Colonel Ropennavuser. That is correct, sir. 

Mr. Witson. And we own 2,500 acres of land. $1,652,000 is your 
new authorization? 

Colonel Ropennausser. That is correct, sir. 

The Cuarrman. Without objection, Griffiss Air Force Base is 

he next is Hartford research facility. 

Mr. Smart. Page 431. 

Colonel RopennAuser. The Hartford research facility at Hart- 
ford, Conn., on page 54 of the bill and page 430 of the Air Force 

rogram. 

$5,750,000 in new authorization is requested for this new facility. 
Its mission is classified. If the committee desires further information, 
we can give it to you off the record, sir. 

The Cuarrman. Off the record. 

(Discussion off the record.) 

The Cuarrman. That is a lot of money. 

42066—54—No. 
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What about the land acquisition? 

How much land are you acquiring and how much are you paying? 

Colonel Ropennauser. The land acquisition amounts to 2,500 
acres, in the amount of $500,000, Mr. Chairman. 

Colonel Price 

The CuatrmMan. Why do you have to have that much land—well, no. 

Mr. Duruam. I think you ought to know a little more about it. 

The CHarrMan. Yes. 

Mr. Duruam. There is nothing so much secret about this. I think 
this committee ought to have the information on it. 

The CuarrmMan. Yes, $5,750,000. You just got here test facilities 
and land acquisition for just one installation. That is almost $6 
million. Tell us a little more. If you want to have it off the record 
we will leave it off. 

Colonel Price. Right, sir. We can give you the detail on it, Mr. 
Chairman. 

Mr. Duruam. We have the record before the other committee. 
Why shouldn’t we have it here? 

The CuarrMan. All right. 

Mr. Kitpay. That other record is a good deal different from this. 
It is never given out in the Atomic Energy Committee. 

Mr. Ke.iener. This would have to be edited out, sir. 

The CHarrmMan. Leave it off. 

Of course, we are going to be asked by someone on the floor: “Here, 
$5,750,000, what does that go into?” 

Mr. Bennerr. Can’t you leave the mission part of it, which is the 
secret part of it, secret and talk about the barracks 

The Cuairman. You told us how many acres and the price for it. 

Mr. Bennerr. Can’t you tell us so many warehouses, so many 
housing facilities and so on. There is no secret about that. 

Mr. Smarr. Go off the record. 

Colonel Ropennauser. Before we start giving any testimony, Mr. 
Chairman, I would like to ask anyone in the room who is not cleared 
for top secret information to please leave. This testimony will be 
top secret. 

Mr. Bennett. Mr. Chairman, I am going to repeat, not only— 
the reason I repeat it is because I feet like it probably isn’t necessary 
to go into the thing which is so terribly secret about this to give us the 
kind of information we want. We don’t want to know anything 
about how they produce things. 

The CuarrmMan. No. 

Mr. Bennett. We want to know how many square feet of concrete 

ou are going to get, how much housing facilities you are going to get. 

e are not interested in the things that are primarily secret. I hope 
you will leave the unnecessary secret things off the discussion. 

The CHarrman. Yes. 

Mr. Smart. O. K., go off the record. 

Colonel Colonel Roberts. 

Mr. Smarr. Off the record. 

(Discussion off the record.) 

. The CuarrMan. It is something we have to take more or less on 
aith. 

Without objection, we approve it. 

Go on to Holloman Air Force Base. 
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Mr. Krupay. Mr. Chairman, before we go on and back to this 
question— and off the record. 

(Discussion off the record.) 

The Cuarrman. All right, Holloman. 

Colonel Ropenuavser. Holloman Air Force Base, Alamogordo, 
N. Mex., page 54 of the bill and page 432 of the Air Force program. 

Here, we are asking for $4,652,000 in new authorization and the 
reprograming of $2,489,000 in prior years’ authorizations. The 
principal items of Holloman are airfield pavements, to provide an 
access apron to a new hangar and a taxiway apron access, in the 
amount of $628,000, troop housing, and messing in the amount of 
$2,391,000. 

The CuarrMan. It is a big item. 

Colonel Ropenuavuser. And 5 land items in the amount of $141,000, 
and R. and D. test facilities in the amount of $2,853,000. Those are 
the principal categories, Mr. Chairman. 

The CuarrMan. Without objection, Holloman is approved. 

Go to Kirtland. 

Colonel RopenHAvuseER. The next base is Kirtland Air Force Base, 
at Albuquerque, N. Mex., page 54 of the bill, and page 435 of the Air 
Force program. 

At Albuquerque, we are asking for $244,000 in new authorization 
and the reprograming of $4,928,000 in prior years’ authorizations. 

Mr. SMart. Multiple tenancy, again. 

Colonel Ropennavser. At Kirtland, there is multiple tenancy 
again, such as the Muroe situation, and of course, its test facilities 
are available on a joint basis. The Armed Forces special weapons 
project operates at Sandia and uses this airfield. 

The Cuarrman. That is right. 

Without objection, Kirtland is approved. 

You have a multiple mission there, really, haven’t you? 

Mr. Smarr. Everybody is in it but us. 

Mr. Deverevx. Is it the first time the Air National Guard enters 
into the picture? 

Mr. Kixpay. No. 

Colonel Ropennavuser. No, sir. This is the first time, General 
Devereux, that we have endeavored to list for your benefit everything 
that is on the base. 

In prior veers, we didn’t always get such things as the Air National 
Guard uni's shown on these face sheets, and that is the reason why 
you see them this year. 

We tried to include everything that is there so you would have a 
picture of what is involved on the station. 

Mr. Kitpay. You have one on Brooks, I noticed. 

Colonel RopENHAUSER. Yes, sir. 

The Cuarrman. Kirtland is approved. 

Hanscom Air Force Base. 

Colone]) RopennAussr. Laurence G. Hanscom Air Force Base, at 
Bedford, Mass., is on page 54 of the bil) and is on page 450 of the 
Air Force program. 

The CHarrman. Yes, go ahead, Colonel. 

Colonel Ropennaussr. Here we are asking for $6,649,000 in new 
authorization at Laurence G. Hanscom itself, and if you will note, 
the next item carried as Sacramento Peak, which is auxiliary of Hans- 
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com, another $114,000 is carried there, making the total] authorization 
for this station and its auxiliary of $6, 763 000. That—— 

The Cuarrman. What is the principal mission? 

Colonel Roppenuauser. The principal mission at Laurence G. 
Hanscom is the Air Force Cambridge Research Center. It has a 
test support wing, and a fighter-interceptor squadron, and the 
Continental Air Command has a Reserve training center and a 
fighter-bomber wing at this station. The principal mission is a 
research center. 

The CuarrMan. Without objection, it is approved. 

Mr. Ke.uener. May I ask, Mr. Chairman, whether this Indian 
Springs-Kirtland item on pages 438 and 439 is contained within the 
authorization? 

Colonel RopenuaAuser. It is. There is no additional authorization 
shown here for Indian Springs 

Mr. In addition. Right. 

Colonel Roprennauser. The next item, Mr. Chairman, is the 
Mount Washington Climatic Laboratory at Gorham, N. H., where 
we are asking for $858, 000 i in new authorization and the reprograming 
of $19,000 in prior years’ authorization. 

Mr. Smarr. A question, Mr. Chairman. 

CHAIRMAN. Yes. 

Smarr. Does this have any connection whatsoever to the 
sae et Research Development Laboratory in the 
vicinity of Boston, which also tests at Mount Washington? 

Colonel Roperts. Only geographical 

Colonel Ropennauser. That is all. 

Mr. Smart. That is all. 

The Cuarrman. Oka 

Mr. Kiupay. It up there. 

The CHAIRMAN. ets hot. It got 49 one day. 

Patrick Air SS ase. 

Colonel Ropenuauser. Patrick Air Force Base is the last base in 
the Research and Development Command, at Cocoa, Fla. Page 55 
of the bill and page 449 of the Air Force program. 

At this station, we are asking to reprogram $6,463,000 in prior 
years’ authorizations and are requesting no new authorization. 

You will note that included in this is not only Patrick Air Force 
Base proper, but all of the so-called down range facilities associated 
with the Patrick Air Force Base, and they are included in this $6,463,000 
in authorization. 

=a CuarrMAN. You have a contract with Pan American, to help 

ou 

Colonel Ropennavuser. That is correct; yes, sir. 

Mr. Keturener. The range is now about 1 ,200 miles, or is it more 
than that now? 

Colonel Roserts. It is completed down, essentially completed 
down, to station No. 9, about 1,200 miles; yes, sir. 

Mr. Ke.iener. That is around Puerto Rico, then? 

Colonel Roserts. Right. 

The CHairMAN. That covers a pretty vast area. 

Bahamas, the Dominican Republic, and Puerto Rico— about a 
thousand-mile area. 

Mr. Smart. Mr. Chairman? 
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The CHairMan. Yes. 

Mr. Smart. May I ask a question off the record, here? 

The CuarrMan. Yes. 

(Discussion off record.) 

Mr. Smart. That is all, Mr. Chairman. 

The CuarrMan. Well, does that complete this category? 

Colonel RopennAvuserR. That completes the Research and Develop- 
ment Command; yes, sir. 

The CHarrMan. Research and Development Command. 

Colonel RopenHAuseR. The next command would be the air 
proving ground, Mr. Chairman. 

The Cuatrman. Yes. I think, Colonel, we will have to quit at this 
oint. I had hoped that we could finish with the Air Force before 
aster vacation, but obviously, we can’t do it. I think we will have 

to peetee our hearings until Tuesday morning, April 27, at 10 
o'clock. 

We will resume with the Air Force at that time. 

Colonel RopENuHAvsER. Yes, sir. 

The CuHatrmMan. And then the Army and Navy will follow them. 

But before we adjourn, I would like to go back, if there is no 
objection from members of the committee, to Seymour Johnson Base, 
at Goldsboro, N. C. 

Mr. Keviener. That is on page 41 of the bill, sir. 

The Cuarrman. Page 41 of the bill. 

Mr. Duruam. 277. 

The Cuarrman. And 277 in the book. 

Colonel Ropennavuser. That is correct, sir. It is page 277 of the 
program. 

The CHarrRMAN. Yes, 277. 

Mr. Dvuruam. I objected to this on the basis of the easement cost 
there. I understand that the colonel there has some new information 
for us, for the committee. 

Colonel Price. Mr. Chairman, subsequent to the discussion of this 
project yesterday we were able to obtain some later information 
which indicates that the first item, No. 42, land easement avigation, 
shown in the book as 690 acres, can be reduced to 520 acres, largely 
because that easement and the next item of restrictive easement 
have been overlapped. 

The total amount required, based on later appraisals, is now $71,000, 
rather than $131,000. 

The CuarrmMan. That is $51,000 difference; is it not? 

Mr. Smarr. $61. 

Colonel Pricz. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Smarr. $61. 

Colonel Price The second item of a restrictive easement around the 
ammunition storage area which overlaps the first item remains the 
same, at $10,000 for 500 acres. 

The third item is required in the amount of $107,000. However, a 
detailed survey of the area reveals that we need 325 acres rather than 
the 307 acres listed in the book. 

Mr. 325? 

Colonel Price. 325, Mr. Kelleher. 

Mr. Smarr. At the same unit cost, of —— 

Colonel Ropennavser. That is the total cost. 
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Mr. Same total. 

Colonel Pricr. The same total cost, unit cost, is now about 345. 

The basic land cost in this area is something of the order of $108 
per acre. The prices estimated for the easement is in the order of 
$25 per acre, the difference being made up in improvements consisting 
of four sets of farm buildings and a considerable number of pecan trees. 

Mr. Smarr. The total should be adjusted, then, should it not? 

Colonel Pricer. The total should be adjusted accordingly. 

General WAasHBOURNE. $60,000 less. 

Colonel Pricr. $60,000—$188,000 would be the correct total for 
the 3 land items. 

Mr. Ke.ttener. What change does that make in the bill itself, 
Colonel, on page 42? 

Mr. Ghana, Is this reprograming that part of it or is it new authori- 
zation? 

Mr. Durnam. $188,000, instead of $248,000 previously. 

Colonel Price. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Durnam. Is that right? 

Colonel Pricer. That is correct, sir. 

The CuarrmMan. You have to change your figures on page 42. 

Colonel RopenHAvseR. Yes, sir. The total for the station now, 
Mr. Chairman, would be $12,444,000 instead of $13,504,000. 

The CuarrmMan. $12 million—— 

Colonel Ropennauser. No, $13,444,000, sir, instead of $13,504,000. 

The Cuatrman. That is right. 

Mr. Durnam. You are changing your land from 248 to 180; is 
that right? 

Colonel Price. That is correct, sir. 

Mr. Smarr. What are the other two figures? 

Colonel RopennAuser. The first one would remain, of course, the 
programed amount, and the last one would be $6,528,000. 

Mr. Smarr. Right. 

The CuarrmMan. With those corrections, and without objection, 
Seymour Johnson is approved. 

So that finishes. 

General, I want to thank you and your coworkers and helpers and 
colonels who have been patient in giving us the full picture that you 
have of the projects and we will look forward to seeing you on April 27. 

General WAsHBourne. We would like to wish the committee a 
happy Easter, Mr. Chairman. 

The Cuainman. Thank you. The same to you. We reciprocate. 
Life wouldn’t be worth living without Christmas and Easter. 

(Whereupon, at 12:25 p. m., the committee adjourned, to reconvene 
at 10 a. m., Tuesday, April 27, 1954.) 


House or REPRESENTATIVES, 
CoMMITTEE ON ARMED SERVICES, 
Washington, D. C., Tuesday, April 27, 1954. 
The committee met at 10 a. m., the Honorable Dewey Short, 
chairman of the committee, presiding. 
The Cuarrman. The committee will please be in order. 
Glad to see so many back after their Easter vacation. I hope you 
all had as good a time as I did; not as busy, however. 
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When we recessed our last session we had reached the Air Proving 
Ground Command, on page 55 of the bill. We will continue this 
morning our consideration of H. R. 8726, the military public works 
bill. 

We have some nine bases which we passed over for one reason or 
another. I think that we will return to these when we have gone 
through section 302, which is the last portion of title I11. 

But, colonel, if you don’t mind, we will start with the Air Proving 
Ground Command. 

Colonel Ropennauser. That is on page 469 of the Air Force 
program, Mr. Chairman. 

The CuatrMan. Program, the book, 469. 

Colonel RopeNHAUuSsER. Yes, sir. 

The CHarrmMan. And page 5 of the bili, gentlemen. 

The first is Eglin Air Force Base, Valparaiso, Fla., which is a large 
installation. 

Colonel RopenHauser. Eglin Air Force Base, at Valparaiso, Fla., 
is the only base carried in the Air Proving Ground Command in this 
program and we are asking here for no new authorization, but for 
the reprograming of some $6,149,000 in old authorization to cover 
six categories of items at the Air Proving Ground. 

The principal items are airfield pavements. It is our desire to 
extend the north end of the north-south primary runway at Elgin in 
order to accommodate the larger type of jet aircraft which will 
shortly be coming in there for service tests. 

In connection with that extension, Mr. Chairman, I invite your 
attention to the category K, which is real estate, in which we have 
the acquisition of some 72 acres in connection with the extension of 
that runway. 

The CHarrmMan. What is it going to cost you? 

Colonel Ropennavser. The runway will cost $24 million for the 
extension and the land, the specific 72 acres will cost us $14,000. 

Mr. Ketiener. Would you explain, Colonel, that excess cut and 
fill, which is the biggest cost you will have for the new runway? 

Colonel RopennaAvser. Yes, sir. The excess cut and fill on the 
north end is in a scrub area in which there are a considerable number of 
depressions and elevations, and it requires a considerable amount of 
cutting and filling in order to level it out for the runway and the 
approach zone or overrun zone for the runway. 

The CHarrMan. You have a total military personnel of about 
8,400—8,436; is that right? 

Colonel Ropennavuser. That is correct, Mr. Chairman. 

The CHatrMan. That is the proposed personnel, but the present 
personnel is over 9,000—9,491; is that correct? 

Colonel Ropennauser. That is correct, sir. 

The CuatrMan. Why that reduction there? 

Colonel Ropennauser. The reduction at Eglin is brought about by 
the fact that Eglin No. 9, which formerly belonged to the proving 
ground, is now, as you know, a part of the Tactical Air Command. 
That is the first thing that has reduced their strength. 

The second thing is that these are adjustments in the personne! 
that are planned to be put in there under the new strength ceiling of 
the Air Force. 
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The Cuarrman. The reason I asked, of course, is we are increasing 
the personnel of the Air Force while we are cutting back the Army 
and Navy. 

Colonel RopennavuseEr. That is right, sir. 

The Cuarrman. It rather struck me as peculiar that we should be 
pew ng the personnel at Eglin while we are building up the total 
force, of the whole Air Force. I suppose it is because of the technical 
nature, too, of that work. 

Colonel Ropennavuser. That is correct, sir, and also we have to 
redistribute our personnel in order to man the 10 additional wings we 
are talking about under the 137-wing Air Force, sir. 

The CHarrMANn. By 1957? 

Colonel Yes, sir. 

The Cuatrman. Mr. Hardy. 

Mr. Harpy. This question of this excess cut and fill; that is an 
awful lot of money for that. Is that mostly fill? 

Colonel Ropennavser. It is both, sir, but I would say it is mostly 
fill, yes, sir. As you know, the Crestview end of that runway runs 
into very rough terrain and causes a considerable amount of work in 
order to level it out, get adequate approaches for the end of that 
runway. 

The CuarrMan. This isn’t soggy as is some of that soil down there? 

Colonel Ropennauser. The soil itself is not soggy, Mr. Chairman, 
but there are some depressions in there, such as ditches, gulleys, and 
things of that nature, that have to be filled and leveled. 

Mr. Harpy. A million and a half dollars just looks like an awful 
lot of money for excess cut and fill, in an area of that general nature, 
Mr. Chairman. 

Colonel RopenunAuseER. Well, as you know, Mr. Hardy, the land 
rises gradually from that vicinity toward Crestview. 

The CuHatrMan. Yes. 

Colonel Ropennauser. There is quite a bit of scrub growth in 
there, and also it is very rolling country on a small scale. In other 
words, there are a lot of gulleys and rough terrain off the north end 
of the present runway where we hope to build. 

Mr. Harpy. Not a lot of rock there, though, is there? 

Colonel Ropennavuser. No, sir; not so much rock, Mr. Hardy, as 
it is pretty cut up. 

Mr. Kixpay. It is bound to be mostly fill. 

Mr. Devereux. Mr. Chairman, here they have the same number 
of acres leased as they have owned. 

Colonel Ropennavser. Sir, that is incorrect. That is a misprint, 
General Devereux. The land at Eglin is owned, 465,052 acres, plus 
the 13 you see underneath there, making a total of 465,065 acres 
owned at Eglin Air Force Base. 

The first item of leased should not have been printed. 

The CuarrMan. Four hundred sixty-five thousand and sixty-five? 

Colonel RopenHAUSER. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Devereux. Then your total is wrong, too? - 

Colonel RopenHAusER. Yes, sir; the total is incorrect. 

The Cuarrman. A big difference. It is just doubled? 

Colonel RopENnHAvsER. Yes, sir. 

The Cuarrman. What we actually have. We own that outright? 

Colonel RopENHAUSER. Yes, sir. 
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The CuarrMan. Scratch out the leased acres there. 

Mr. Harpy. I have one other question, Mr. Chairman. 

The CHarrMan. Yes. 

Mr. Harpy. What is the hazard that is to be removed in that case? 

Colonel RopenHuavuserR. We have a power line to relocate here. 
Also we have a telephone line in connection with this, Mr. Hardy, 
and this hazard removal, which is carried in here under this nomen- 
clature also includes the installation of a fence around the area. 
Being carried in the A category; the IBM machine picked it up 
as purely a hazard removal, when ac ‘tually the principal portion of it 
is an addition on the fencing area around the proving ground. 

Mr. Harpy. Don’t you think you might have run into difficulty 
in building a fence out of a line item that called for removal of a 
hazard? 

Colonel Ropennauser. Yes, sir, we could have, except, of course, 
we regard the justification here as descriptive of the item. 

Mr. Harpy. You were talking about hazard removal as descriptive 
of the construction of a fence? 

Colonel Ropennavser. In the printing of this category, Mr. Hardy, 
unfortunately the IBM equipment we have, in pic king up these 
kind of items and grouping them, occ asionally changes a description 
in this nature through mechanical means. 

Mr. Harpy. I can understand: 

Colonel Ropennauser. | agree with you that we should bring 
it to your specific attention. 

Mr. Harpy. That is exactly my point. 1 can understand the 
machine might make a mistake, but I don’t see how, unless that 
had been brought out, you could have built a fence under that line 
item. 

Colonel RopenHAvuser. That is for the installation of a fence 
around the end of that runway, yes, sir. 

Mr. Harpy. But the line item calls for hazard removal. 

Colonel Roprennauser. Right, sir. 

Mr. Harpy. I am glad I raised the question. I didn’t know 
what it was. I just wanted to find out, Mr. Chairman. 

Colonel RopENHAUsER. Correct, sir. 

The CHarrMan. Without objection, Eglin is approved. 

There is no additional authorization? 

Colonel Ropennavuser. No additional authorization, sir. 

The CuarrmMan. Without objection, Eglin is approv ed. 

The next is Air University, Maxwell Air Force Base. 

Colonel Ropennauser. That is on page 473 of the Air Force 
program and page 56 of the bill, Mr. Chairman. Again, we have 
one base in the Air University Command which we are talking about 
in this program and that is Maxwell Air Force Base, at Montgomery, 

a. 

Pi are requesting here $1,392,000 in new authorization in this 

am. This is to cover the six categories of facilities at the Max- 
al Air Force Base, the principal one being for a library research, 
which is vitally needed at this installation, and which is carried in 
this program in the amount of $1 million, and covers some 70,000 
square feet for that library. 

The Cuatrman. Now, I’m sure many people will ask why shew 
we go ahead and spend all this money on this Air University when the 
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Congress has just authorized $126 million to build Air Force Academy, 
unless we are going to use this as a tempora academy? 

Colonel Ropennauser. Mr. Chairman, the Air University is a 
separate and distinct educational institution from the Air Academy. 
The Air University is for the training and further education of already 
commissioned officers throughout their careers. In other words, the 
Air University embraces not only the basic tactical schools, but the 
Air Command and Staff School and the Air War College, the senior 
school of the Air Force professional educational system. 

The CuarrMan. It is postgraduate, then? 

q Colonel Ropennauser. It is postgraduate. The Air Academy is 
asic, 

The CuateMan. Similar to the Command and General Staff School 
at Leavenworth- 

Colonel Ropenuauser. And the Army War College at Carlisle, sir. 

The Cuairman. Or the National Industrial War College here in 
Washington? 

Colonel Ropenuauser. The Air Command and Staff School corre- 
sponds to the Army’s Leavenworth and the Air War College to their 
Army War College at Carlysle. 

The Cuatrman. I asked you that simply to get it into the record 
for information. 

Colonel RopeNHAUsER. Yes, sir. 

The Cuarrman. Mr. Vinson. 

Mr. Vinson, If that be the purpose of it, why not designate it by 
name? 

Colonel Ropenuauser. I don’t understand your question, Mr. 
Vinson. 

Mr. Vinson. If the purpose of it is postgraduate work, why not 
designate it as a postgraduate school, so it will not be referred to as 
the Air Academy, because as the Chairman said 

The Cuarrman. Air University. 

Mr. Vinson. After Air University, add the word “‘postgraduate.” 

Colonel Ropenuauser. Yes, sir; we can do that, Mr. Vinson. It 
probably would be well to make that differentiation because this is 
not the first time it has been confused with the Air Academy, I know. 

The Cuarrman. That is right. 

Mr. Keiiener. I have one question, sir. 

The Cuarrman. Mr. Kelleher. 

Mr. Ketiener. Colonel, this library: a million dollars for it. That 
is for onlv the first increment of it; is that correct? 

Colonel Ropennavuser. That is correct, Mr. Kelleher. We asked 
for a much Jarger library, I believe in the order of around 170,000 
square feet, to accommodate the student load down there. This was 
the increment of it that was approved by the reviewing authorities 
in the Department of Defense. 

Mr. Keiiener. What will the total cost of the library be? 

Colonel Ropennavuser. I would say about two and a half times or 
two and three-quarters times this figure, if it is finally and completely 
built, Mr. Kelleher. Just wnder $3 million. 

Mr. Kenuener. This will be an operational facility, however? 

Colonel Rapennauser. It will, And I would like to point out for 
the committee’s benefit that the library at the Air University is not 
just the university library, but it is the Air Force library, and all of 
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the documents and publications pertaining to the Air Force from its 
inception are contained in the library. 

At the present time it is housed in an old warehouse which is very 
susceptible to fire, and if these records and documents were lost, they 
they could never be replaced. 

Mr. Harpy. Could I ask him a question, Mr. Chairman? 

The Cuarrman. Yes. 

Mr. Harpy. Now, do you plan to put the Air Academy close up 
to the Air University so that it can use these facilities, or are you 
going to duplicate all of this at the Air Academy? [Laughter.| 

Colonel Ropennavuser. Mr. Hardy, I am not connected with the 
selection of the Air Academy site, sir. 

Mr. Kinpay. Very good answer. 

Colonel Ropennauser. And I can’t answer your question. 
However—— 

Mr. Harpy. Then you can answer the other part. Do you plan 
to duplicate all of this at the Air Academy? 

Colonel Ropennavuser. No, sir; | wouldn’t say so, Mr. Hardy. 
This library furnishes the entire Air Force at the present time with 
documents and publications. It is a part of the Air Force corre- 
spondence school courses and many of the documents are loaned to 
personnel taking those courses from this library. 

It serves the entire Air Force at the present time, Mr. Hardy. 

Mr. Harpy. After you get the Air Academy built, when it needs 
some of the facilities, some of the training aids, and so forth, that are 
kept at the library at the Air University, they will wait to get them 
from the Air University? No, sir. 

Colonel Ropennauser. I don’t want to mislead you, sir, that the 
Air Academy might not have its own library. 

Mr. Harpy. Of course it will have its own library. It would be 
a pretty poor academy if it didn’t have them. 

Colonel Ropennauser. Yes, sir. But this is a library that has, as 
distinct from the type of textbook that would be carried at the Air 
Academy and the type of course that would be basically pursued 
there, the documentation of the Air Force from its inception—combat 
documents, compendiums of activities, and so forth, in preceding 
wars. 

The CHarrMan. Similar to these other staff schools. 

Without objection, Maxwell is approved. 

Headquarters Command. 

Colonel Ropennavser. Headquarters Command is on page 56 of 
the bill and page 576 of the Air Force program. There is one base 
included in this command, at Bolling Air Force Base, here in the 
District of Columbia. 

In this program we have four categories totaling $236,000, which we 
are requesting, $112,090 being new authorization, and the balance 
being the reprograming of prior years’ authorization. 

The principal category that we are requesting here is the installa- 
tion of mechanical ventilation in the airmen’s dormitories at Bolling 
Air Force Base, in the amount of $120,000. 

The CHarrman. Well, we need it. Without objection, it is 
approved. It gets awfully hot there. 

Communications and navigational aids. 
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Colonel Ropennauser. On page 56 of the bill, and beginning on 
page 479 of the Air Force program we come to communications and 
navigational aids, which are at various locations and amount to some 
$1,040,000, for communications, and navigational aids, and land 
acquisition in connection with them throughout the United States. 

These are the miscellaneous tactical air navigational facilities 
which are located off base and hence were not included in the specific 
bases discussed before. This encompasses those additional facilities. 

Mr. Ke.iener. About how many of them? 

Colonel Ropuennauser. Roughly, about forty, Mr. Kelleher. 

Mr. Devereux. What were these facilities we did discuss in con- 
nection with the bases? 

Colonel Ropennauser. General Devereux, those are the facilities 
that are either located on or so close to a base that they could be 
identified with the program of that base. In other words, wherever 
ac we have tried to put under the heading of a base thos« 
——— that would be in the area of that base and hence administered 

it. 
The CuarrMan. Are these locations widely scattered, Colonel? 

Colonel Ropennauser. They are, Mr. Chairman. 

The Cuarrman. All over the country? 

Colonel Ropennauser. Yes, sir. 

The Cuarrman. How many locations approximately? 

Colonel Ropennavser. I have a map here, sir, which I would 
like to show the committee of this. Unfortunately, it is on a rather 
small scale. But it will show you the extent of the navigational 
facilities. There are three main belts across the country. The north- 
ern belt, which has two legs on it, and a southern belt. 

The Cuarrman. We can see. It is all over. 

Colonel RopennAuser. That is correct, sir. And these gray areas 
are side routes from it to known existing installations at me ih these 
facilities will be installed. 

The CHAIRMAN. $1,040,000? 

Colonel RopENHAUSER. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Mutter. About $26,000. They average about $25,000, $26,000 
apiece? 

PColonel Ropennavser. That is correct. 

Mr. Scattered all over. 

Mr. Brooks. Are these installation aids in all of those places you 
got dotted there? 

Colonel Ropennauser. That is correct, sir. Wherever you see 
these heavy——— 

Mr. Brooks. All those heavy lines? 

Colonel Ropennauser. That is right, sir. 

The Cuatrman. It covers the whole country? 

Mr. Harpy. Each installation will require only one-fourth of an 
acre? 

Colonel Ropennavser. That is correct. 

Mr. Brooks. It is very important, Mr. Chairman, to get these 
navigational aids. 

The CuairMan. Without objection, it is approved. 

Now we go outside the continental United States. The Alaskan 
Air Command. 

Colonel RopennavuseR. That is correct, Mr. Chairman. 
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Mr. Chairman, the first command in the overseas area is on page 
56 of the bill, the Alaskan Air Command, and is on page 483 of the 
overseas portion of the air force program. 

The first base involved is Adak, which is known as the Davis Naval 
Station, in which we are requesting $24,000 in new authorization to 
provide a direction-finding building at this remote location. 

The CHarrman. Mr. Kelleher just handed me a brief newspaper 
article here that is very interesting, dated March 24, Anchorage, 
Alaska, ‘Short-Order Airfield”: 

Six men working around the clock in 12-hour shifts hacked out the airfield in 
a desolation of brush, bog, and gully in less than 2 weeks. 

It seems that you can build air fields pretty quickly up in Alaska, 
hacking out the ice and snow. It rather amazes me. 

A C-124 Flying Boxcar tested the wilderness runway and found it as stable as 
concrete. 

Colonel Ropennauser. Yes, sir. There have been considerable 
experiments, as you know, carried on in connection with that type 
of activity in various areas of the Arctic. Colonel Balchen with the 
es has done a considerable amount of work in that particular 
field. 

The CuarrMan. It doesn’t require much money, that is one good 
thing about it. 

Colonel Ropennavuser. If you can find the proper terrain and the 
proper type of snow and ice, can perform that type of compaction and 
utilize it. 

Mr. Smart. Mr. Chairman, a point of interest on exactly what 
you have remarked about. The other day we talked to an Air Force 
officer down at Pope Air Force Base in North Carolina, who advised 
us that he flew, he and three other officers, flew a C—124 onto an ice 
cap up north. They landed it and the snow was up to more than 36 
inches in depth. They landed this plane on the ice cap. 

The snow, because of the width of the tires—and there are two 
wheels on either side in the front landing gear—the wheels did not 
even sink half to the depth of their height. And, furthermore, they 
stepped it off to see how much room they had to take off. They had 
1,500 feet. That was all they had to take that C—124 off. 

They did take it off in exactly 1,500 feet, at a gross weight of 142,000 
pounds. 

The Cuarrman. Almost unbelievable, but I guess it is true. With- 
out objection, Adak is approved. 

Colonel Ropennauser. Next base, Mr. Chairman, is at the bottom 
of page 56 of the bill and on page 485 of the Air Force Program, Eielson 
Air Force Base, Fairbanks, Alaska. 

Here, we are asking for the reprograming of $66,000 in prior years 
authorizations to cover a navigation station, at Eielson and for land 
owned fee purchase 160 acres at $37.50 an acre, a total of $6,000, 
making the program at Eielson $66,000, sir. 

The CuarrMan. Without objection, it is ordered. 

Elmendorf. 

Colonel RopenHAuser. Page 57 of the bill and page 487 of the 
Air Foree Program, Elmendorf Air Force Base, at Anchorage, Alaska. 

We are asking for the reprograming of $449,000 in prior years’ 
authorizations to cover four categories of facilities. The principal 
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category again is in the communication and navigational aid area. 
We are asking for a fan marker, an ILS hardstand, taxiway lighting, 
and another navigation facility in the total of $275,000. 

The CnarrMan. Without objection, it is ordered. 

Mr. Ke_uener. There is one interesting point there, Mr. Chairman. 

The CHainman. Mr. Kelleher 

Mr. Ke._teser. You might explain, briefly, this part of the pro- 
gram. Some of the members | know would be interested in hearing 
about that, the erection of the prefabricated warehouse. 

Colonel RopENHAUSER. Yes, sir. 

This project, which is item No. 7 on page 488 of the Air Force 
program, provides for the erection of 18,800 square feet of ware- 
housing storage facilities of the 40 by 100 type building, messing 
facilities in the same type building, and latrines of a 20 by 48 size, 
and one administration building 20 by 48 
ims KeLtiener. These will be all over the world ultimately, won’t 
they? 

Colonel RopenHnaAuser. That is correct, Mr. Kelleher. 

(Deleted for security.) 

The CuarrMan. It is all standardized, prefabricated? 

Colonel Ropennauser. That is correct, sir. 

(Deleted for security.) 

Mr. Kertener. Even in North Africa? 

Colonel Ropennauser. Even in North Africa and other sections 
of the world, ves, sir 

The CuairrMan. Without objection, Elmendorf is approved. 

Galena Airfield. 

Mr. Kitpay. Where is it? 

The Galena. 

Colonel Ropennauser. Galena is on page 57 of the bill and page 
489 of the Air Force program. 

We are asking for $6,312,000 in new authorization for Galena 
Airfield, in 8 categories of facilities. ‘The principal categories are 
the liquid-fuel storage amounting to $1,196,000, aircraft maintenance 
facilities for $1,003,000, troop housing and messing for $2,063,000, 
and storaze facilities $466,000. 

The CuarrMan. How much there? 

Colonel Ropennauser. Mr. Chairman, Galena—if I may have this 
off the record please. I want to talk about operational things. 

The CuairnmMan. Off the record. 

(Discussion off the record.) 

Mr. Bares. Did you say that we abandoned Nome? 

Colonel Ropennauser. I did not, Mr. Bates, no, sir. 

Mr. Bares. It is still an active base? 

Colonel Ropenuauser. So far as I know, it is. 

The CuarrmMan. Without objection, Galena Airfield is approved. 

Mr. Ke._itener. You might be interested in the fact that this is a 
CAA field and not a regular Air Force installation; is that correct, 
Colonel? 

Colonel RopennAuser. It is carried as an airfield; that is correct, 
Mr. Kelleher. 

Mr. Ketieuer. It belongs to CAA and you have some arrange- 
ment with them for its use? 

Colonel Ropennavuser. That is correct. 
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The CHarrMan. But. we are giving the money. We are building 
it. We are giving them the money. 

Mr. Kevtener. What kind of arrangement do you have? 

Colonel RopennAvser. Colonel Price, do you want to answer this 
question? 

Colonel Price. Our rights at Galena consist of a permit from the 
Department of the Interior. 

The CHarrMan. You mean you go build a field for somebody and 
then must get a permit from them to use it? That is rather peculiar 
procedure. 

Colonel Ropensauser. No, sir. This is our 

The Cuarrman. I want you to have authority to do as you please 
with it. 

Colonel Ropennauser. Yes, Mr. Chairman. 

The Cuarrman. If we are going to spend that much money on it. 

Colonel RopenHAuserR. We do, and we use it. 

The CaarrMan. You don’t want some civilian outfit bossing you. 

Colonel RopenHAuserR. We have the use of it, that is the land, 
from the Department of Interior, sir, and the use of the field is ecom- 
pletely ours, sir. 

The CHarrMan. I see. . 

Mr. Brooks. Mr. Chairman, can the Colonel point out to us what 
is the farthest west base he has in Alaska, either temporary or per- 
manent, big or little. Which is the one farthest west? 

Off the record. 

The Cuarrman. Off the record. 

(Discussion off the record.) 

The Cuarrman. Without objection, Galena is approved. 

Go to Ladd Air Force Base. 

Colonel RopennAvser. Ladd Air Force Base is on page 57 of the 
bill and page 402 of the Air Force program. At Ladd we are request- 
ing the reprograming of $2,223,000 in prior years’ authorizations to 
cover 6 categories of facilities. The principal category is in mainte- 
nance facilities at the Ladd Air Force Base, in which we are asking 
for a new maintenance hangar, an armament and electronics shop 
and a shop maintenance that goes with that hangar, in the total 
amount of $1,283,000. 

The CHarrMan. $102 million is the total authorization prior? 

Colonel RopEenHAvseR. That is correct, Mr. Chairman. 

The CHarrMAN. Well, most of us have seen that base. It is a huge 
thing, and very imporiant. Any questions, members of the com- 
mittee? 

Over 1 million for aircraft maintenance. 

Colonel Ropenuavuser. That is correct. sir. 

The CHarrmMan. What have you up there to help you start motors 
in that very, exceedingly, cold weather? 

Colonel Ropennavser. They have—— 

The CuatrmMan. To warm up. 

Colonel RopEnnAvsER. These winter warmup kits up there, Mr. 
Chairman, are the type in which they put ducting and covering over 
various portions of the aircraft and run heat through them to get the 
aircraft started. We have been very successful, as you know- 

The Cuatrman. You made considerable progress on that. You 
were in the process a few years ago when we were up there. 
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Colonel RopENHAvsER. That is correct, sir. 

The Cuarrman. And we noticed that you had made considerable 
progress, in visiting it later. 

Colonel RopenHAvsER. That is correct, sir. 

The CuarrmMan. You don’t experience too much difficulty at the 
present time? 

Colonel Roprennauser. Not any longer, sir. We are doing fairly 
well on that right now. 

The CHarrMAN. Fine. 

Without objection, Ladd is approved. 

Colonel RopEenHAusER. The next base, Mr. Chairman, is Naknek 
Air Force Base, on page 57 of the bill and page 494 of the Air Force 


aknek is another station like Galena [off the record]. 

(Deleted for security.) 

The CuarrmMan. Thaé is the main thing. 

Mr. Bray. Where is that? 

Down further south? 

Colonel RopennAuserR. That is further south, yes, sir; this one 
right here [indicating on map]. 

The CHAIRMAN. Without objection, Naknek is approved. 

Colonel RopenHAvsER. The next base, Mr. Chairman, is on page 
58 of the bill and page 496 of the Air Force program, which covers 
various locations for navigational and communication aids in the 
Alaskan Air Command. 

I will read those locations for you, sir: so they will be entered here 
in the record. 

The first one is Aniak, for a navigation facilities station in the 
amount of $60,000. 

Bethel, navigation facilities in the amount of $60,000. 

Bettles, naviga sion facilities in the amount of $60,000. 

Cape Spencer, navigation facili ies, in the amount of $60,000. 

Fort Yukon, a navigation facility, in a similar amount. 

Gulkana, a navigation facility, in a similar amount. 

Kenai, a navigation station in a similar amount. 

Moose Creek Bluff, a microwave link relay building for $170,000. 

McGrath is a navigation facility for $60,000. 

Middleton Island is another navigation facility. 

And Nome has a navigation facility, $60,000. 

Northway, similarly. 

And Umiat. 

Total amount of $890,000, which is requested out of prior authoriza- 
tions, Mr. Chairman. 

The CuHarrMAN. Without objection, approved. 

Far East Air Force. 

Colonel RopeNnHAvseER. The next command is the Far East Air 
Forces, on page 58 of the bill and page 509, beginning on page 509 of 
the Air Force program. There are 5 stations involved in this program 
in the total amount of $9,752,000. . 

They are Clark in the Philippines, Andersen in Guam, Northwest 
Field in Guam, Kadena and Naha at Okinawa. The first Air Force 
base is Clark in the Philippines. We are asking here for the repro- 

aming of $132,000 in prior years’ authorizations to permit the 
installation of certain communication and navaid facilities, 
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Mr. Devereux. Mr. Chairman, may I ask a question? 

The Cuarrman. Yes, General. 

Mr. Devereux. Did you ever get the problem straightened out 
there about your supply of fuel oil? Are you familiar with that at all? 

Colonel Ropennauser. As far as | know, General Devereux, we 
have; yes, sir. 

The mission at Clark was considerably changed over what it was 
in the prior program, and I believe that that assisted in the solution 
of that problem. 

In other words, prior to this program, it was carried as a major 
depot activity and now it is a much smaller depot activity. 

Mr. Devereux. Now, do you work together in close cooperation 
with the Navy on the supplying of fuel? 

Colonel RopenHAuser. Yes, sir. 

The Navy is actually 

Mr. Devereux. There was some question about it——— 

Colonel Ropennauser. The Navy is actually designing it for us, 
General Devereux. 

The Cuartrman. Colonel, could you and General Washbourne tell 
us what the total amount for reprograming is for the Air Force? 

Colonel RopenHaAuseEr. Yes, sir. 

The CuairMan. There isso much reprograming. The total amount 
of reprogram. I ask this question so Mr. Kelleher can put it into our 
report. I think counsel should state just how much is reprogramine 
and how much new authorization, the total. 

Colonel Ropennavser. | can give you that immediately, sir. 

The CHarrMan. Fine. 

Colonel Ropennausmr. Out of the total bill of $742,200,000 repre- 
sented here $309,698,000 is reprogramed from prior years authoriza- 
tions. 

$432,502,000 is new authorization. 

The CaarrmMan. That is what we want to tell the House. 

Colonel RopENHAUSER. Yes, sir. 

The Cuarrman. Fine. 

Mr. Bennertr. Do we own the title to the land at Clark Field? 
Apparently we don’t, is that right? 

Colonel Price. That is correct, Mr. Bennett. 

Mr. Bennett. We rent it? 

Colonel Price. No, sir; that is fee title to the United States. 

Mr. Bennerr. We do own it? 

Colonel Price. That is by and large. 

There are some parcels involved which are still under litigation, 
but the bases agreement with the Philippine Government carries with 
it the assurance that they will deliver title to the United States. 

Mr. Bennerr. At page 510, you don’t show that, though, do you? 

Colonel Ropennavuser. You show it as leased in here. 

Colonel Price. That is correct, sir. 

That is in error. 

It should be under “owned.” 

Mr. Bares. Is that the only place throughout the world we own 
rae in & sovereign nation? 

olonel Price. Offhand, I don’t think of any others, Mr. Bates. 
Mr. Bares. And you are sure that is the arrangement here? 
Colonel Price. Yes, sir. 
42066—54—No. 81——21 
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Colonel RopEenHAusER. We have been in this base, Mr. Bates, 
since 1917. 

Mr. Bares. Yes, but a lot of things happened in 1946. 

Colorel RopENHAUSER. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Brooks. We were to retain title when we gave it back to the 
Philippines. 

Colonel RopEenHAUsER. Yes, sir. We carry this as a 25-year type 
base, Mr. Brooks, one of our permanent bases. 

Mr. Bares. We have that at many places with 100-year leases. 

Colonel RopenuavuseEr. | beg your pardon, Mr. Bates. 

Mr. Bates. We have 100-year leases in other countries. 

Colonel That is correct. sir. 

Mr. Bares. But the question of having the title to it is something 
that is new to me. 

The CuarrmMan. You have it listed here as leased. 

Colonel RoppnHauserR. That is in error, Mr. Chairman. 

Thai is on the wrong line. It should be under next to the own acres 
on. the line underneath. 

The CHarrMAN. Why do you make so many of these errors? It 
seems to me you ought to be a little more careful here. Sometimes 
you have double the acreage. 

Colonel RopENHAUSER. Yes, sir. 

The CuarrmMan. You have figures in the wrong—— 

Colonel RopENHAUSER. We recognize those inaccuracies, sir, and 
we regret them very much. 

The Cuarrman. I think you ought to exercise a little more care or 
caution. 

Colonel Yes, sir. 

The CuarrMan. There are too many errors, all through here. 

Let’s go to “ Various Locations on Guam.” 

Colonel Ropennauser. The next item in, the program is on page 58 

* the bill, under various locations Guam, and on page 512 of the 
Air Force Program. 

The first base is Andersen Air Force Base, Guam, for which we are 
asking for the reprograming of $7,956,000 to cover eight categories of 
facilities at Andersen Air Force Base. The principal categories are 
category B, bulk base jet underground, which is our underground fuel 
storage for operational purposes there, of $1,050,000, communications 
and navaid facilities in the amount of $3,189,000—as you know, Mr. 
Chairman. this is the principal global communication site in that area 
of the world—and the next principal category is under Shops, Aircrafi 
Maintenance Facilities, in the amount of $1,557,000 and utilities in 
the amount of $1,049, 000, a total of $7,956, 000 for reprograming, sir. 

The CHARMAN. Without objection, Guam is approved. 

Colonel Ropennauser. Northwest Air Base, also on Guam, sir, 
which is the next base, on page 515, for which we are asking for 
$115,000 in new authorization to again erect prefabrication buildings, 
which we described under the Alaskan program. 

Mr. Ketviener. This is the only new base overseas, isn’t it? 

Colonel RopennaAussr. That is correct, Mr. Kelleher. 

Mr. Bray. Colonel, what became of those other bases you had on 
Guam? It seems they were rather large and capable bases, in 1946 
to 1951. 

Colonel RopennAuser. Yes, sir. 
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Colonel Price, would you answer that question? 

Colonel Price. At the present time— 

Mr. Bray. For instance, Harmon, what did you do with that? 

Colonel Price. Harmon is an inactive base. 

Mr. Bray. A very nice base in 1951, wasn’t it? 

Colonel Price. It was a large base; yes, sir. It is somewhat limited 
as to its capability for modern aircraft, however. 

Mr. Bray. What was its limitation? 

Colonel Price. The glide angle at one end in particular is not good, 


sir. 

Mr. Bray. What does that mean? I don’t understand it tech- 
nically. 

Colonel Price. The one end of one runway in particular is en- 
croached upon by a built-up area. The local native area is very close 
to one end of the field. The present and foreseeable requirements in 
Guam do not warrant more than one active base and Anderson was 
selected as being a better base. 

Mr. Bray. Andersen was built after Harmon was, though, wasn’t 
it? 

General WasHrournn. It was finished a little bit after. We 
opened Andersen Field the first of February 1945 and Harmon Field 
was opened in November, 3 months earlier. 

Mr. Bray. And any other base there? 

General WasHrourNne. Northwest Field——— 

Mr. Bray. No, what was the other one before Northwest? You 
had a few others before these were built. 

General WasHrourne. The Air Force fields were built in order: 
Harmon first in November, and North Field, now called Andersen, 
was opened in February, and Northwest Field was opened in June. 

Mr. Bray. The other was a Navy Field. 

General WasHrourne. Then the Navy had a field at Agana and 
one down by the shop area called Orote. 

Mr. Bray. That was all on the island of Guam. 

Now, you are not talking about those on Tinian, and so forth——— 

General WAasHnovrnr. Tinian and Saipan were the islands on 
which other fields were Jocated. 

Mr. Mitter. What bas happened to them, General? 

Mr: Bray. I just want to make this observation: it seems a little 
difficult to understand why one field would be laid down and aban- 
doned to put another one in. I suppose you have a lot of very strong 
reasons for it or you wouldn’t put this in here. But I watched that 
ra‘her closely. It just seems bad to see that happen, to see fine 
airfields right in very close proximity abandoned and others built. 

General Wasupovurne. Both North and Northwest Field and 
Harmon FieJd were inactive fields and we had a free choice as to which 
of the two we wanted to open up for this reserve mission and we chose 
to put it at Northwest. 

The Cuarrman. O. K. for Guam. 

Various locations on Okinawa. First is Naha. 

Colonel Ropennavser. Page 58 of the bill and page 517 of the 
Air Force program. 

Kadena Air Force Base, Okinawa, in which we are asking for 
$224,000 in new authorization to provide for four categories of 
facilities, the principal facilities being operational facilities in category 
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D in the amount of $100,000, and the others are communications 
and navigational aid, utilities, and a security defense. 

The CHatrMan. Now, colonel, you don’t have any funds in bere 
at all for additional housing. Could you tell us about the housing 
situation at the present time? The last time we were over there 
they were building some mighty fine houses, but there were not enough 
of them, and certainly for the foreseeable future, we are going to remain 
on Okinawa. It is a great bastion, almost as important to us as 
Hawaii. I can’t conceive of us giving it up in the foreseeable future. 
We better hold on to that. It is ours. e lost 14,000 men there 
and we killed 140,000 Japs. 

Colonel Ropennavser. Yes, sir. 

The CHatrMan. There was plenty of fighting. We really earned 
that island. It has so much on it | wonder why it doesn’t sink. 

Colonel Ropennavser. Yes, sir. We regard it, of course, as you 
do, sir, as one of our principal bases in the Air Force. We have every 
intention of staying there as long as we can. 

The CratrmMan. The reason I asked you this question—and I 
don’t think I am revealing any secrets at all—Maj. Gen. Ralph 
Sterley is a good friend of many of us on this committee. He was 
in command out there. He happened to be in town. He spoke to 
me this morning, after he retired, 

He naturally thinks of the men out there and has their interest at 
heart. He thinks there is great need of additional housing. 

Colonel Ropennauser. Yes, sir. 

The Cuarrman. For those fellows. Perhaps build 2,000 units. 

Colonel Ropennavuser. The housing all over the Air Force, sir, 
including these locations, is being made the subject, | might say for 
all the services, of a Department of Defense study on the housing 
situation at all stations, airbases, and so forth, in the three services. 

The CHarrMan. On a sort of rental basis? Is it similar to what 
we have in France? 

Colonel RopennauserR. What their proposal is at this time, Mr. 
Chairman, I am unable to say. All I know is that they have the 
matter under discussion at the Secretary level and I know the 
Secretary of the Air Force is involved in it with the Secretary of 
Defense. 

What their proposed solutions to it are at this time, I am not 
prepared to state. 

he Cuarrman. Is Mr. Ferry here? 

Mr. Ferry. Yes, sir. 

The Cuarrman. I think Mr. Ferry is familiar with this particular 
problem. If you could give the committee the benefit of your views— 
any information would be helpful—we would appreciate it, Mr. 


erry. 
Mr. Ferry. I would like to start, gentlemen, by saying the matter 
has not been resolved by the Secretary of Defense. The question of 
providing family housing resolves itself into three possibilities: 

Number 1, appropriated funds. Second 

The CHAIRMAN. at is that? 

Vir. Ferry. Appropriated funds. 

The CHarrMan. Yes. 

Mr. Ferry. That is, to ask the Congress for funds to build Govern- 
micat housing on these bases, which will then be given to the officers 
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and men, and they will lose their housing allowance in such cases. 
That is one possibility. 

The second possibility is what we call the “in lease’’ legislation 
which is under consideration. By that means the Government will 
get somebody to build housing for them which the Government will 
then lease, assign these leased quarters to the officers and men at the 
station and again take away the housing allowance from them. 

That has the advantage of not involving large sums of Government 
funds for the initial cost. 

The third possibility 

The CuairmMan. Would you have difficulty getting private capital 
to go in and build? 

Mr. Ferry. I frankly do not think we shall have, sir, when the 
legislation is presented to the Congress, and the guaranties and 
securities surrounding that will make the thing attractive to private 
capital, 

The CHaAirRMAN, You wouldn't find it difficult if they knew it was 
going to be more or less a permanent base? 

Mr. Ferry. That is right. 

The Cuarrman. They would want to hang on to it? 

Mr. Ferry. That is right. 

The Cuarrman. Mr. Johnson. 

Mr. Jounson. Mr. Chairman, I went into that very thoroughly at 
one time. 

Mr. Furry. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Jonnson. The trouble with the Wherry housing is we think 
there are no appropriations, that it all comes out of rental allowances to 
pay for them. And Mr. Lovett, former Secretary of Defense, delegated 
a general and myself to write the bill, write up a bill. It was a good 
bill. It would have done just the things you are talking about and 
saved us millions of dollars. We went up to the Air Force to explain 
this to two men there and they almost insulted us and sat on our bill 
for months and never reported it out almost until the end of the 
Congress. 

Now I hope the Air Forces will wake up and do something about 
this. And when we were in Okinawa last fall, they prepared a study 
for us—I will be glad to give it to you—showing how they could build 
houses by taking the rent money or by leasing them, and they could 
amortize that in a very few years. 

Mr. Ferry. That is right, sir, and that is the legislation that is 
now being very seriously considered by the Department of Defense 
for all three services. 

Mr. Jounson. Was that the legislation that Mr. McNeil is inter- 
ested in? 

Mr. Ferry. I can’t answer for Mr. McNeil, sir, but Mr. Floete, the 
Assistant Secretary of Defense for Properties and Installations 

Mr. Jounson. And he mentioned it to me also. 

Mr. Ferry. Are very deeply interested. 

Mr. Jounson. I think they are on the right track and I hope they 
can accomplish something. 

The Cuarrman. Pardon me. Now give us the third alternative. 

Mr. Ferry. The third alternative is the guaranteed housin 
whereby we get private capital to build these houses for us an 
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arantee them that we will occupy them for a period of years. 

ow that has had some bad going. 

The CuatrMan. Is that what we are doing in France? 

Mr. Ferry. That is right, sir. 

Now, at the present time we are trying to get private capital 
to come in, build the houses for us, which we will guarantee for 5 
years. 

The Cuarrman. Mr. Smart, do you have something? 

Mr. Smart. That was the very point I raised, either earlier in 
this hearing or when Mr. Floete was before Mr. Cunningham’s 
Meme cae not very Jong ago, on this so-called French Wherry 
iousing. 

Mr. Ferry. I talked yesterday to General Bradley, who was 
over here from the European Command. 

The Cuarrman. That is right. 

Mr. Brooks. 

Mr. Brooks. I want to ask this: When we were over there, the 
chairman and I, and others, we found that very little of that land over 
there was owned by the United States. We were just on it. 

Mr. Ferry. That is right, sir. ? 

Mr. Brooks. With no title. Do we own that 7,705 acres, orto we 
just happen to be on it? 

Mr. Ferry. In which location do you speak, sir? 

Mr. Brooks. This location here, at Kadena. 

Mr. Ferry. I am unable to answer. I would ask Colonel Price to 
answer that question. 

Colonel Ropennavuser. Answer that, Oren. 

Colonel Price. We do not own the property, Mr. Brooks. We are 
at the present time negotiating through the civil government for 
long-term leases. 

Mr. Brooks. We were doing that when we were over there several 
years ago. 

Colonel Price. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Brooks. We don’t own it yet? 

Colonel Price. No, sir. 

Mr. Brooks. All right. 

The Cuarrman. Mr. Bray. 

Mr. Bray. We went into this situation on Okinawa rather thor- 
oughly last September. The problems existing in France are not 
existing in Okinawa. That is, we at least have the right to say how 
long we are going to be there. And anyone of the methods which 
you suggested would work there. But I could see no reason why the 
Government couldn’t build housing the same as they do on a regular 
Army post. The figures plainly show that they would pay for them- 
selves out of the officers’ rental. 

I want to be absolutely fair on this study you are making. Of 
course, | remember our having made a few studies in the service our- 
selves. Many times we never had to do anything about it, but we 
made the studies and I know some of those studies’ are still being 
worked on. 

I think a little action would do a lot to take care of the bad morale 
we have heard so much about, and as to which I am sure Congress 
has not dragged its feet. 

Mr. Ferry. Let me touch on both phases of that, one at a time, 
if I may. One of the difficulties out in the Far East islands has been 
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the high estimated cost of family housing. Barracks will run between 
$25,000 and $40,000 on an estimate. Those seem to be outrageous 
figures and we are now making a survey by a competent American 
contracting firm to see if we can get some firm prices from him which 
are more within reason for this housing. 

Mr. Bray. There are barracks far under those that have already 
been proven and operated since last September. Maybe they never 
said anything to you, but you will find that is true. It was very 
expensive to make them typhoonproof. I don’t remember the figures, 
but I know the figures you gave me are far bevond what the houses 
are actually costing that they have built. 

The labor is there to crush the stone and all of that, and a great 
part of the cost on that long-term housing has already been paid and 
mostly amortized. I mean a study of that will show a lot of those 
problems you have built up are simply not existing at that place. 

Mr. Ferry. Well, sir, as I point out to you, we are now making a 
realistic survey of what we can do to build, what is the reasonable price 
at which we can build. 

Now, having determined a reasonable price, we have one of those 
three choices to do the thing: Either appropriated funds, which has 
very serious objection, which | think we must all recognize, or some 
form of either the lease or the guaranteed housing. 

The CHairman. Mr. Ferry, would you mind telling us what your 
own personal, candid opinion is which 1 of those 3 alternatives 
would be preferable in the interest of the taxpayer? 

Mr. Ferry. I would like very much to, sir, but I would stress the 
fact that this is my personal opinion. 

The CHarrMan. Personal; yes. 

Mr. Ferry. I firmly believe the “‘in-lease’’ scheme is a satisfactory 
thing that will produce housitg for the services without undue burden 
upon the taxpayer. It will allow private capital to come in, make 
some money. 

There will be an incentive for them to come in. And it will not 
put a tremendous burden of appropriated housing for so many of 
these locations. 

The Cuarrman. There is a great need for housing there. It is far 
from home. 

Mr. Ferry. A crying need, sir. 

The CuarrMan. Yes. 

Mr. Ferry. We have so many places it would break your heart to 
see the things that our people are living in—in France, in Morocco. 
It is dreadful. 

The CHarrMan. General Washbourne, why haven’t you some 
money in here for housing over there? It is a highly important base. 
It is a very strategic base. Our outer perimeter of defense extends 
from Japan to Okinawa and Formosa and the Philippines. Of course, 
if Indochina falls, then they will push it back to Hawaii and the 
Canal Zone, where we are heading right now. 

General WasHBouRNE. The commands submitted requirements for 
family housing in this year’s program, Mr. Chairman, but in the sur- 
vival process they were screened out and they are not able to come up 
and ask for appropriations. 

Mr. Vinson. Mr. Chairman, that survival process might have been 
justified in certain places, but out here I think we ought to go ahead 
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and write in there a certain number of units. I would suggest, Mr. 
Chairman, we put in $25 million in there. That probably will take 
care of 1,500 houses, to at least start it off. They will run about 
$20,000 a house. 

General WasHpourNe. There is an outstanding authorization for 
some quarters at Naha that we are attempting to carry on with out 
present program. 

The CHarrMan. What is that authorization? 

Colonel RopeNnHAUsER. 215 units, to be specific, Mr. Chairman. 

The CuarrMan. I think the committee is perfectly willing to give 
that to you. Here is one place where we are liberal. We have been 
out there. We know the dire need, the crying need for these houses, 
— eee knows, those fellows are entitled to it, living out on that 
island. 

Mr. Green. Mr. Chairman. 

The CuarrMan. Mr. Green. 

Mr. Green. General, what was recommended for housing that was 
screened out? 

General WasHBoURNE. Just 1 second. 

The CHarrMAN. What was your question, Mr. Green? 

Mr. Green. I am asking the general, Mr. Chairman, what had been 
recommended for housing in that area that had been screened out. 

The CHarrmMan, That is right. 

General WasHBourNe. I will have to refer to the command sub- 
mittal on that, Mr. Chairman. It will take just a minute to get it. 

The CuarrMan. Mr. Johnson. 

Mr. Jounson. Mr. Ferry. 

Mr. Ferry. Sir? 

Mr. Jounson. When we were there last September, the people there, 
the military people, pointed out to us at a briefing that there was a 
lot of know-how on the island, building know-how, by contractors 
that had regular organizations, and they were hoping that we would 
get a chance to build some houses now before they moved out and 
te new outfit came in; which would make it more costly. 

Mr. Ferry. I am aware of that possibility. 

Mr. Jounson. That is what the chairman was thinking about, I 
think, that the houses are badly needed. And now we have the 
opportunity of getting a rather cheap unit cost because of the fact 
the contractors are there and have their organization going. 

Mr. Furry. That is right, entirely true, sir. 

Mr. Jounson. Are your recommendations in that regard premised 
on the thought that we want to move quickly and take advantage of 
this know-how out there? 

Mr. Ferry. I think that this is the ideal time, sir; if we were able 
to get the funds to proceed with housing there, I think this is abso- 
lutely the ideal time before the contracting ability demobilizes and 
comes home. 

Mr. Jounson. And also you think that the in-rental basis would be 
the best kind, to build? . 

Mr. Frrry. I do, sir. 

Mr. Jounson. That conforms to a great extent to what those 
people explained to us when we were there. I hope you can do some- 
thing about that. 

The Cuarrman. Mr. Gavin was out there. 
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Mr. Gavin. May I ask the general what the Department thinks 
about increasing the leasing arrangement from 5 to 7% or 8 years, if 
there is a possibility, in this leasing program? 

Mr. Ferry. Sir, I think I must answer you there that obviously 
it would be to the advantage of the Government to make the minimum 
guaranties that will produce results. 

Now we went in with the notion that 5-year guaranty would 
produce some housing. We found it isn’t true. Now let’s face the 
facts of life and extend the guaranty period. 

Mr. Gavin. That is the point I am trying to make. 

The CuarrMan. Yes. 

Mr. Gavin. In view of the fact we intend to stay there—— 

The CuarrMan. Sure. 

Mr. Gavin. Well, I am talking about the islands in the Far East 
now, as to whether there is a hesitancy in the entering and the leasing 
arrangements because of the possibility that somebody may decide 
we want to return these islands. 

And this would indicate to them that we are in there to stay. 

Mr. Ferry. No; we are in there to stay, surely, sir. 

Mr. Gavin. I am glad to hear the gentleman say that. 

The CHarrMan. Yes. 

And I would be willing, if the committee is, to give you $20 million 
for housing on Okinawa. 

Mr. Ferry. Well, I can assure you, sir, it could be very well used. 

Mr. Harpy. Mr. Chairman—— 

Mr. Green. Mr. Chairman. 

The Cuarrman. Yes. 

Mr. Green. I asked the question of the general. I didn’t get an 
answer yet. I want to go further with it. 

The Cuarrman. He is digging it out there. 

Mr. Green. I think we ought to find out. 

The CuarrMan. Yes, he is getting it. 

Do you have the answer? 

General WasHpourne. Not yet, sir. It is being obtained over the 
telephone. 

Mr. Green. Mr. Chairman, further on that question. 

The CuatrmMan. Yes. 

Mr. Green. I think we ought to find out from the general just what 
housing needs are there. 

The CuarrmMan,. You tell us, Mr. Ferry. 

Mr. Ferry. Sir, we have a very complete study that is unfortun- 
ately not bere today, which shows the need of family housing all over 
the world, in every Air Force station we have. 

Mr. Green. | am talking about just this particular base. 

Mr. Ferry. I do not have the information here, sir, unfortunately. 

Mr. Green. I think we ought to know, Mr. Chairman, exactly 
what we need there. 

Mr. Jounson. Will the gentleman yield to me? 

Mr. Green. Yes. 

Mr. Jounson. Here is a report we made when we came out of 
Okinawa: 

It is estimated there will be an eventual need for 1,620 additional family quar- 


ters, and it is recommended that these buildings be built in continued increments 
in order to sustain the construction of forees now mobilized, 
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Mr. Harpy. Mr. Chairman. 

The Cuarrman. Mr. Hardy. 

Mr. Harpy. With respect to authorization, if I understood the testi- 
mony correctly a while ago, they already have authority. That is not 
what they need. What they need is appropriations. 

Mr. Bares. Just at Naha. 

The CHarrmMan. Only 215 units. 

Mr. Bares. At one place. 

Mr. Harpy. Well 

The Cuarrman. This says 1,600. 

Mr. Harpy. We are talking about Naha now. 

Mr. Vinson. Mr. Chairman, I suggest we pass this item until they 
get the information. But we should provide some authorization for 
a worthwhile housing project there. 

The Cuarrman. Yes. 

Mr. Miter. It is a good idea. 

Mr. Ferry. I would be very happy to return with the information 
this afternoon, if agreeable to the committee. 

The Cuairman, All right. 

General Wasnsourne. Mr. Chairman, subject to correction by the 
telephone check now being made, the inventory shows that Kadena 
is short 914 sets of quarters, and Naha is short 1,101 sets, or a total 
of about 2,000 sets. 

We are, however, as I said, trying to fund the 215 sets that are 
presently authorized at Naha and that would leave about 800 sets 
there, or a total of 1,700 units. 

The Carman. That is pretty close to what General Sterley told 
us this morning. 

General WasHpourNe. Yes. 

The Cuarrman. He said around 2,000 units, and Mr. Johnson’s 
subcommittee got 1,600 and something. 

Mr. Bares. And 20. 

Mr. Bray. I think what may the difficulty there: That is also for 
the Army quarters. 

General WasHpourNe. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Bray. You just took care of the Air Force, the Air Force 
problems and the Army problems both being there, although the major 
one is the Air Force. 

General WasHpourne. Yes, sir. The Army has requirements for 
quarters at the post of Sukiran, as well as at the port. 

The going price of quarters on Okinawa, with the contractors 
presently there, is about $22,000 to $24,000 per unit. 

Mr. Bray. I believe they thought they could be gotten for about 
a or seventeen thousand. 1| have no notes on the matter right 

ere. 

They said each time they got it a little cheaper. A lot of those go 
into the amortization of the concrete factory there, I believe, or the 
crushed stone installation there. A lot of the price goes into amortiza- 
tion of the equipment you already have. 

Mr. Ferry. Sir, we are firmly convinced that that $22,000 to 
$25,000 price is absurdly high and we think it can be reduced. 

Mr. Bray. It can be. 

Mr. Ferry. And we are making an effort to see what, from an 
Sane standpoint, can be done to reduce the design cost of these 

ouses. 
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Mr. Bray. You are always going to have an extra cost because of 
the typhoonproof feature. That will always add to your cost. 

General WasHpourne. I think it is quite possible, Mr. Bray, that 
if we built all of this 1,700 units in one program, we could get the unit 
price down and perhaps accomplish it with the figure of $20 million 
mentioned here in the committee just a few minutes ago. 

Mr. Vinson. Mr. Chairman, in view of the information given by 
the department that there is a need for some 16 or 17 hundred houses, 
I suggest that we authorize the staff to prepare an appropriate amend- 
ment authorizing a housing program of at least $20 million. 

That may not be enough to take care of the full amount, but it 
starts it off. This is a te od in which the Government should own 
‘the houses. Because it is not like in Europe, where we are authorized 
to have private capital invest, but this is a Government installation 
and is always going to remain a Government installation. 

The CHarrmMan. Will this be for the Air Force alone or all 3 services? 

Mr. Vinson. Well, it would be for the Air Force as far as this is 
concerned, because we have no information as to what the Army 
needs. 

The Cuarrman. It is practically all Air Force need. 

Mr. Vinson. When we get that information, why, if it is necessary, 
we can provide for the Army. You have to have places for your 
personne! to stay. 

Mr. Ferry. No question about that, sir. 

The CrarrMan. Particularly out there. It won’t make you angry, 
will it, General Washbourne, if the committee gives you money for 
housing? 

General WasuBpourne. No, sir, it certainly wouldn’t. 

The Cuartrman. For those units. 
eee Brooks. What did the general recommend to the Budget, 

en? 

General WasHnourne. The record shows that the Far East Air 
Force requested in this year’s program 300 units at Kadena at $19,000 
a unit, or $5.7 million, and at Naha they requested 215 sets, at a cost 
of $4.4 million. That was the rock bottom submittal made by the 
Far East Air Force. 

Mr. Vinson. I suggest we follow their recommendations. 

Mr. Mituer. Are those the only 2 places, Mr. Chairman. 

The CuarrmMan. Yes. 

Mr. Miter. Will those be the only 2 places where we need housing? 

Mr. Ferry. No, sir. 

General WasHpourne. No, sir. 

Mr. Ferry. We need housing in many other places. 

Mr. Mituer. Why not accept $25 million, subject to the Appro- 
priations Committee? 

Mr. Vinson. I think, Mr. Chairman, we better follow what they 
had recommended and not be quite as generous as we would like to 
be. They have not asked but for a certain number of units at these 
two places. We have to go on the assumption that is the most im- 
portant at this time. So therefore, we will give them that authority 
now. 

General Wasnxpourne. Mr. Chairman, the factor I want to men- 
tion, is this, that while the need for quarters to satisfy their inventory 
is at least 1,700 units, we had the commands on a quota basis for the 
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program and within their quota the Far East Air Force has limited 
their submittal for family quarters to these lesser amounts. 

Mr. Jounson. General, when we were there, they talked like you 
are doing now, that they are taking that number first, and then hope 
next year to step it up and finally get to the 1,700, but they don’t 
want to make the big jump all- at once. 

General WasHpourNe. They didn’t want to use so much of their 
quota for operational facilities, and family housing. That was their 
problem. 

Mr. Jounson. I think Mr. Vinson’s idea is correct, that we don’t 
want to jump too fast. Let’s give them what they ask for. 

Mr. Vinson. This committee wouldn't give the $25 million. They 
would only give what you requested here. 

The CuarrmMan. We can authorize it. 

Mr. Brooks. They would be in better shape and get more out 
of the Appropriations Committee on their own recommendations. 

Mr. Smart. Mr. Chairman, I think the committee ought—I 
am sure they do—realize the dividends that this situation would 
pay in actual monetary savings, because it would probably permit 
concurrent travel of all people with their dependents. It would 
further mean that you wouldn’t have people sitting over there, 
out of whom you might be able to get 3 years of service with their 
dependents accompanying them. 

Instead of that, you would send them back at the end of 2 years 
or some such period, and the transportation costs alone are tremen- 
dous on that more rapid rotation of personnel that comes about 
from the farflung stations in the Far East. 

This is really a place here that the savings in transportation alone 
would go far toward the amortization of this project. 

The CuHarrMan. I think so. So let’s give it to them. Any ob- 
jection? 

Mr. Gavin. It would be a great morale builder, too. 

The CuarrMan. Yes. 

Mr. Smarr. If they can get the money to go with it. 

The CuairmMan. Add that amount for Okinawa. 

Mr. Ferry. Very grateful, indeed, for the committee’s action. 

The Cuarrman. Thank you. 

Mr. Kitpay. Mr. Chairman, that doesn’t necessarily mean, of 
course, that we are going to do it in every station. 

The CHAIRMAN. dh. no, 

This is for all Okinawa, Naha and Kadena. You have to exercise 
some judgment. 

Mr. Kivpay. I am in full accord with it. 

What I mean is that we find that requests for family housing came 
in and they were all screened out. This should serve as notice to the 
Air Force that the committee feels that in these remote overseas 
bases they should put a higher priority on family housing. 

The CuHatrman. That is right. 

Mr. Kixpay. I think once you get rid of these family separations 
you have gone a long way toward deciding and determining that you 
will get a permanent military establishment. So long as you have 
these family separations, you are going to have service separations. 

The Cuarrman. You are right. 

Mr. Gavin. Mr. Chairman, you designated Okinawa. Possibly 
the Air Force—they came up with two projects here this morning where 
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the need for housing was very great. May have been they have other 
spots that are essential that the housing program be conducted there, 
and possibly they could recommend certain areas up to $25 million 
where the housing need is very great. 

Mr. Ferry. Sir, Mr. Gavin, I find myself somewhat embarrassed 
because this problem of housing has been taken over at a somewhat 
higher level for all 3 Services, and they are coming up with a Depart- 
ment of Defense point of view, a Department of Defense recommenda- 
tion. 

I would hesitate at this point to speak of the general problem, 
other than to say the Air Force is in dire need of housing at the 
majority of its foreign bases, with the exception of Germany, and | 
am sure that the Department of Defense will come up with a recom- 
mendation which will produce a reasonable amount of housing for us. 

The CuarrmMan. This is a good start, in the right direction. 

Without objection, Okinawa is approved, with the addition for 
housing. 

General, don’t overlook that item. 

General WasHnourne. Very well, sir. 

The Cuarrman. When you draw it up. 

Military Air Transport Service, Hickam Air Force Base, Honolulu. 

Colonel Ropennavuser. Military Air Transport Service, overseas 

ortion, page 58 of the bill and page 521 of the Air Force program. 
here are 2 stations involved. 

Hickam Air Force Base in the Territory of Hawaii and Johnson 
Island in the Pacific. The total amount is $4,477,000 for the 2 
stations. 

At Hickam, the total amount that we are requesting is $4,450,000, 
of which $2,044,000 is reprogramed authorization and $2,406,000 
is new authorization. 

This encompasses four categories of facilities, the principal cate- 
gories being first of all airfield payments in which we desire to 
Pn ie existing pavements and build a primary taxiway at this 

eld. 

Mr. Chairman, the pavements at Hickam are in very, very poor 
condition and we have photographs which we would be happy to 
produce for the committee’s benefit if they desire to see them. If 
something isn’t done with the pavements at Hickam very promptly, 
it is going to cost us considerably more money in another year. 

The CHarrMan. Without objection, Hickam is approved. 

Now, tell us a little more about Johnston, that little, tiny island. 

Colonel Ropennavser. Yes, sir. All we want to put on John- 
ston 

The Cuairman. It should have everything—— 

Colonel Ropennavuser. At this time, sir, is one of these naviga- 
tional aids at Johnston. There isn’t a whole lot more room out there 
to put much more there, sir. 

Mr. Miuuer. You don’t need any taxiways out there. 

The CuarrmMan. No. 

Mr. Brooks. But they do need theaters. Do you have a daytime 
theater there? They had no place you could go to, no entertainment, 
except an open-air theater you use at night. 

The Cuarrman. That is a jumping-off place. 
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Mr. Gavin. How are the billets on Johnston Island? I am trying 
to recall. How are they? 

Can you tell us about the billets on Johnston Island? 

Colonel Ropennauser. | have not been there personally, Mr. 
Gavin, since during the last war, so I am not familiar with those. 

General WasHpourNe. I didn’t understand the exact question. 

Mr. Gavin. How are the billets on Johnston Island? It was either 
Johnston Island or at Kwajalein that the billets were deplorable. 

General WasnBourne. | am able to guess that they were bad on 
Kwajalein. They were reasonably adequate on Johnston during the 
war, but they deteriorated. 

Mr. Gavin. That is what I recall, too. 

General WasHrourne. And in last year’s program we tried to im- 
prove both the family quarters and the airmen’s billets on Johnston. 

Mr. Brooks. When we were out there, they were not in good shape 
on Johnston. 

General WasHpourNe. That is correct; they are not in good shape. 

The CHairmMan. What about the water supply? 

General WasHpourne. And they need fixing up and they need 
recreation facilities added for the garrison. 

Mr. Gavin. Have you provided them? 

General Wasusourne. No, sir. 

Colonel Ropennauser. No, sir. The only thing we are asking in 
this program, Mr. Gavin, is a navigational aid. 

Mr. Ketiener. But you did get some in last year’s program, 
didn’t you? 

Colonel RopenHAUsSER. Yes, sir. 

General WasHBourNs. Yes, sir. Mr. Chairman, in the last year’s 
program we had 396 airmen’s spaces provided for and we had 50 sets 
of family quarters provided for. 

The CuHatrMAN. Without objection, Hickam and Johnston are both 
approved. 

Strategic Air Command. 

Colonel RopgenHauser. The next command is Strategic Air Com- 
mand, overseas portion, page 59 of the bill. 

One air base, Ramey, in Puerto Rico, at which we are asking for the 
reprograming of $2,386,000 in prior years’ authorizations to cover 8 
categories of facilities, the principal category being liquid fuel storage 
in the amount of $185,000, aircraft maintenance facilities.in the 
amount of $588,000, utilities in the amount of $410,000, and land- 
owned fee purchase, 830 acres, in the amount of $551,000. This land 
is required for a global communications site which was previously 
authorized in another program. 

The principal use for this quantity of acreage, Mr. Chairman, is a 
provision of antenna farms for the operation of those global communi- 
cation facilities. 

The CuarrmMan. How many acres? 

Colonel RopENHAUSER. 830 acres, Mr. Chairman. 

‘The CuarrMan. You are paying $551,000? 

Colonel Ropennavuser. That is correct, sir. 

Mr. Miuuer. $665 an acre, 

Colonel RopenHAusER, Because quite a bit of this land is sugarcane 
land, sir. 

The CuarrMan. It is reprogramed. 
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Mr. Jonnson. May I ask the Colonel a question, Mr. Chairman? 

The CHarrMan. Yes. 

Mr. Jounson. Colonel, is this the old Borrinquen Field or a new 
one? 

Colonel Ropennavser. This is the old Borrinquen Field, now called 
Ramey. 

Mr. Jonnson. Sugarcane field. 

Colonel RopennAvser. That is correct, sir. 

The CuarrmMan. Without objection, Ramey is approved 

Mr. Mr. Chairman. 

The CHarrman. Mr. Kelleher bas a question. 

Mr. Ketuener. I had one question there on the land, Mr. Chair- 
man. As 1 understand, all you need at this time is bare Jegal authority 
is that right? 

Colonel Ropenuauser. Is that correet—— 

Mr. Kruener. In other words, it was in the program either last 
year or the year before but you failed to include land acquisition as 
anguage in the law, isn’t that correct? 

Colone} Price. Thet is correct, Mr. Kelleher. 

Mr. Kruvener. Now, my next question then is: Wouldn’t it be 
possible in view of that, after having included the language this year, 
to reduce the bill by $551,000? You don’t need a station increase, 
You merely need legal language. 

Colonel Ropennavser. Mr. Kelleher, we are not asking for any 
new authorization here. This is a reprograming of prior years. 

Mr. unders‘and that. 

Colonel Ropmnuaussr. That would be consuming that in that 
sense, I believe. 

Mr. Keiurner. Well, it would be consuming it. But you have a 
total of $309 million of reprograming. ; 

RopennAvuser. Correct. 

Mr. Ke.urner. I say that you don’t need to reprogram this. 
You merely need legal language, if my understanding is correct. 

In other words, the $309 million would be reduced by $551,000. 

Colonel RopenHauserR. We don’t have an item for this in the 
other bill. 

Mr. Keviener. Perhaps the committee wouldn’t want to take 
the time, now, but I think that is a matter that might be looked into, 
Mr. Chairman. 

Mr. Vinson. Why wouldn’t that come up when the acquisition of 
land takes place? 

Mr. Ketuener. It is a question here of reducing the bill as a bill, 
reducing the amount of money init. Even though it is reprograming, 
I think it should be reduced if it can be reduced. 

Mr. Vinson. Yes; the reprogramed item should be reduced. 

Mr. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Kiupay. 830 acres and they have authorization for what? 

Mr. Ke.iener. They programed it last year, and set up an amount 
for the station—either last year or the year before—that would cover 
that. But as I understand it, they failed to include the words “land 
acquisition” against the station and a recent Comptroller General’s 
opinion says where the law does not say “land acquisition” there is 
no authority to acquire land. 
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Now, that ismy understanding. If I am incorrect, you might tell me, 
Colonel Price. 

Colonel Ropennavuser. Well, Mr. Kelleher, the way I look at it is, 
we are not increasing the station total by this action. We are merely 
asking for the reprograming of part of the authorization now included 
in the station total and therefore [ am afraid your action would tend 
to reduce the station total rather than allow it to remain where it is. 

In other words, we are consuming existing authorization in the 
amount of $551,000 in order to put this item in the program. 

I therefore would recommend against your action at this time, sir, 
or at least until we had discussed it in more detail. 

Mr. Keuiener. Well, if your view is the correct one then we cer- 
tainly shouldn’t. But I just visualize this. The total amount you 
told the committee a-while ago, $309,000,000, is reprograming. 

Colonel Ropennauser. That is correct. 

Mr. Bares. You are not requesting any new authorization. 

Colonel RopennAuser. No new authorization. We are asking for 
the reprograming of old authorizaticn, Mr. Chairman. 

Mr. Vinson. Where the economy can be brought about by the re- 
programing which will reduce what was originally appropriated, why, 
we should do it. 

Mr. Keiiener. If we can. 

Mr. Bares. It is going to come up later on, as I understand, for 
items previously authorized for which you have no further need. 

Colonel Ropennavuser. That is right. 

Mr. Bares. So we can eliminate those authorizations. 

Colonel Ropennavuser. That is right. 

And those numbers of items on previous authorizations that add 
up to $2,386,000 are in effect canceled out of prior program. We are 
not increasing the station total by this amount. e are merely 
changing the designation of line items from what they are now to 
what you see them here, in this amount of money. 

Mr. Bares. There is no money in this particular bill for this par- 
ticular purpose. 

Colonel Ropenuavuser. That is correct, sir. 

The Cuarrman, All right, we approve Ramey, temporarily, at least. 

We go to section 302. Explain that. 

There is $110,315,000 involved. 

Colonel Ropennavser. Page 59 of the bill, section 302, which deals 
with the installation and acquisition of land, and the construction, 
conversion, rehabilitation or installation of permanent or temporary 
public works for aircraft and control warning systems, in the amount 
of $110,325,000, 

Mr. Chairman, if you will recall, one of the first days we were be- 
fore the committee, I had Colonel Lindstrand, our expert on air con- 
trol and warning system, present the entire picture of A. C. & W. here 
and in Canada as involved in the program. 

This $110 million in this bill is to cover those facilities that were 
described by Colonel Lindstrand as being required in addition to those 
previously authorized. 

It includes the facilities that went into the makeup of that A. C. & 
W. net—gap filler radars and the like. 

Hence, this $110 million is the total amount that is included in this 
program for the air defense system during or in this program. 


(Deleted for security.) 

Mr. Keuiener. Mr. Chairman. 

The CuarrMan. I am going to ask Mr. Kelleher to read a letter 
here that I received from John W. Weig!—this is off the record. 

(Discussion off the record.) 

The Cuarrman. I think we will take a recess until tomorrow 
morning, because there is an important bill coming up on the floor, 
appropriations. 

The committee will stand adjourned until 10 o’clock tomorrow 
morning. 

(Whereupon, at 11:50 a. m., a recess was taken.) 


House or REPRESENTATIVES, 
ComMitTEE ON ARMED SERVICEs, 
Washington, D. C., Wednesday, April 28, 1954. 

(The committee met at 10 a. m., the Honorable Dewey Short, 
chairman of the committee, presiding.) 

The CHarrman. The committee will please by in order. ‘ 

Yesterday, we got through the overseas portion of title III, of the 
bill. We will take up as the first item this morning, the A. C. & W. 
portion of the bill, which is section 302. That is the last item in 
title III. It appears on page 59 of the bill and 530 of the book. It 
carries a large item, as you will notice. 

Colonel, do you have any additional statement to make so far as 
section 302, title III, on page 59, is concerned? 

Colonel Ropennavuser. I do, Mr. Chairman. 

If you will recall yesterday, this item was not completed before the 
committee because of the answer to Mr. Weigl’s letter, which I am 
prepared now to give you the answer to, sir. 

The CHarrRMaNn. Fine. 

Colonel Ropennavuser. (Off the record.) 

(Deleted for security.) 

The CuarrmMan. Well, that is a matter for the experts to decide. 
That is the reason I brought it up. I am very glad to get your 
report from your men in the Air Force, so we will know how to 
answer that letter, I think, without much question or hesitation. 

Now, this is an item of $110,325,000. I take it that that is’over 
practically the entire Nation? 

Colonel Ropennavuser. That is correct, Mr. Chairman. 

The Cuarrman. Any foreign items in that, overseas? 

Colonel RopEeNnHAUusER. Yes, sir; this takes care of certain 

The Cuarrman. Both foreign and domestic? 

Colonel Ropennavser. That is right, sir, certain locations outside 
the United States, sir. 

The CuarrmMan. The overall warning system? 

Colonel Ropennavuser. That is correct, Mr. Chairman. 

The CuarrmMan. Well 

Mr. Ketiener. Mr. Chairman, if you would turn to page 534. 

The CHarrman. Yes. 

Mr. Ketuener. The end of 534, you will see the big items in the 
program at the bottom half of that page. For example, a project 
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for $25 million, gap fillers, various Z. I. for almost $18 million, and 
so forth. 

All of the rest of them are relatively small. 

The CuarrmMan. Small. That is right. 

Colonel Ropennauser. Colonel Lindstand made that presentation 
to you, sir, just before the Easter recess. 

he CHatrmMan. That is right. 

Colonel Roprenususer. And went over it in great detail with the 
committee, sir. 

The Cuatrman. Yes. 

Mr. Kiipay. Mr. Chairman. 

The Cuarrman. Yes. 

Mr. Kiupay. (Off the record ) 

Colonel RopennaAvuser. That is correct, sir. 

Mr. Kiipay. I don’t know whether that ought to be on the record. 

The CuarrmMan. Mr. Kelleher has a suggestion to make here. 

Mr. Ketiener. Mr. Chairman, you will recall in Public Law 534 
that the committee gave an authorization in section 302 of that law 
for one-thousand-and-twelve-million-odd dollars. 

It appears that as of today, there are some $128 million in authori- 
zation existing in that law for which there are no definite plans. I 
believe it is your thought that it might be well to lower the total of 
the new authorization in this bill by the amount of $110 million, by 
throwing it back into that authorization. 1 have an amendment 
here that would do that, if you would like me to read, sir. 

The Cuarrman. Yes. 

You approve that idea; don’t you? 

Colonel Ropenuauser. We do, Mr. Chairman; ves, sir. 

The Cuarrman. You have no objection to it at all? 

M General Wasnpsourne. No, sir; that is quite agreeable to the Air 
orce. 

The Cuareman. I think that would make it easier on the floor, too. 

Read your amendment. 

Mr. Keturner. Yes, sir. 

Delete section 302 and insert in lieu thereof the following new sec- 
tion 302: 

The Secretary of the Air Force is authorized without regard to the provisions 
of section 407 of the Public Law 534 to establish or develop classified military 
installations and facilities for aircraft control and warning system by the acqui- 
sition of land and the construction, conversion, rehailitation, or installation of 
permanent or temporary public works which include site preparation, appurte- 
nances, utilities, and equipment in the amount of $110,325,000, which amount 
is included in the authorization in Public Law 534. 

Mr. Kitpay. Does that come out of the general body of authori- 
zations in 534? 

Mr. Yes, sir. 

It was what has been called the blank check authorization in 534. 

Mr. Kitpay. Was that the one we had such a hassle about here? 

Mr. Keu.ener. It is the one that bas been the subject of all the 
clearances, construction clearances before the committee. 

Mr. Kiupay. Acts of God and what not? 

Mr. Ketiener. No; that is emergency items and is somewhat 
different and in a much smaller amount. 

Mr. Kitpay. This is the one on which we had the Assistant Secre- 
tary for International Security Affairs. 
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Mr. Ke.viener. Exactly; $100 million for French Wherry, for 
example. 

Mr. Kiupay. Yes. 

That would be charged only against that portion of the authori- 
zations? 

Mr. Ke.uener. That is correct. 

Mr. Kixpay. Not against blanket overall amount? 

Mr. Ke.iener. There was the billion plus, of which they already 
have $617 million either cleared or pending before the various com- 
mittees of Congress. 

They have $266 million that will be up before this committee and 
the other committees in the near future. 

Which leaves them approximately $128 million. 

With this $110 taken out, it will leave them roughly $18 million. 

Mr. Kixpay. Just so I don’t forget it while we are on it, does this 
bill have any comparable blanket authorization? 

Mr. Ketiener. No, sir. 

The CHarrMan. Fine. The question is the adoption of the amend- 
ment. Those in favor, say ‘Aye.’ Opposed, ‘No.’ 

The amendment is adopted. 

Title 4, on page 60. 

Mr. Keviener. That is—— 

Mr. Miuuer. 302. 

Mr. Kevuener. (Aside to chairman.) 

Mr. Vinson. Mr. Chairman, I think we have finished the Air Force. 

The CuarrMan. We finished. 

Mr. Vinson. And I suggest we go back to those sections in the bill 
which have not been tentatively approved, that we passed over 
before the Easter recess. 

The Cuarrman. I think there are nine of these items and the 
Chair will call your attention to them in order. 

Abilene Air Force Base, Tex., is the first, a SAC Command, Stra- 
tegic Air Command, on page 16, line 24, of the bill. 

Mr. Vinson. What is the trouble there, Mr. Chairman? 

Colonel Ropennauser. That is correct, Mr. Chairman. 

The CHarrMan. Yes. 

Colonel Ropennauser. And Abilene, if you will recall, was passed 
over for a question regarding a real-estate item which we are prepared 
to answer at this time, sir. 

The Cuarrman. All right. Let’s have it. 

Colonel RopennAvuser. Colonel Price. 

Colonel Price. Mr. Chairman, the question raised was as to the 
relative value of a fee interest in one parcel of land and an easement 
interest in another parcel of land. 

We have determined as a result of investigating that item, item No. 
42, the easement right-of-way 

General WAsHBouRNE. Page 15 in the book. 

Colonel Price. Can be purchased for something under the $7,000 
which is shown in the book, probably slightly under $6,000. 

The reason for the high cost of this particular piece of property, 
amounting to 17 acres, is that it is 100 feet wide and 2 miles long and 
while it is only 17 acres it cuts through property and denies access 
from one side of an ownership to the other. 
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Going to make up the cost, therefore, is an item of $2,300 for sev- 
erance damages as a result of denying access between two portions of 
the same ownership. 

The other item in the bill, line item No. 43, an easement of 16% 
acres, approximately, is based on the actual selling price of this ease- 
ment in the recent past at which time the city purchased this land, 
purchased the easement on this land. 

The Any questions? 

Mr. Vinson. Mr. Chairman, I want to make this observation, off 
the record. 

The Cuarrman. Off the record. 

(Discussion off the record.) 

The CuarrMan. On the record. 

Mr. Harpy. Mr. Chairman. 

The Cuarrman. Mr. Hardy. 

Mr. Harpy. Do I understand, Colonel, that this easement that is 
involved here in item 42—that you have estimated at $7,000? 

Colonel Price. Yes. 

Mr. Harpy. I think you had confused, or I am confused, one. The 
42 here is the one that says easement, and 43 says fee purchase. 

Colonel Price. Excuse me, Mr. Hardy; you are correct. 

The item No, 42 is an easement right-of-way for a railroad and item 
No. 43 is a fee purchase of 16 acres. 

Mr. Harpy. Now, do I understand that the amount that you have 
estimated you are going to pay for the right-of-way, the easement, is 
the amount which the city has actually already paid? 

Colonel Price. No, sir. 

The city has purchased some time back the item No. 43 in fee 
purchase. 

Mr. Harpy. The city owns that piece of land. 

Colonel Price. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Harpy. And then you propose to buy it from the city at what 
they actually paid for it? 

‘olonel Price. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Harpy. What is the nature of that piece of land? Is that a 
long strip, too? 

olonel Price. No, sir. This is a rectanglar piece of land. 
ane Harpy. You don’t have any severance damages involved in it, 
en? 

Colonel Price. No, sir. 

Mr. Harpy. So you are simply buying it from the city at the same 
price that they paid? 

Colonel Price. That is correct, sir. 

Mr. Harpy. And you had the two pieces mixed up when you were 
talking about severance damages, and the severance damages apply 
to the railway? 

Colonel Price. That is correct, sir. 

The severance damages apply to item No. 42, of 15.4 acres. 

Mr. Harpy. It still looks to me like an awful lot of money to 
pay for severance damages. Actually in that particular case, you 
are paying more for an easement than you are paying for the fee 
ownership. 

Mr. Vinson. Mr. Chairman, I move this item be approved, and 
I again want to warn the Department and the officers that are going 
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to handle this land acquisition you better come up here before Mr. 
Cunningham’s subcommittee with a very sti ong case or you are going 
to lose the acquisition of your land. 

General WasHsourne. We understand the requirement, Mr. 
Chairman, and we hope to start sending the formal proposals for 
these tracts of land to the committee just as soon as the legislation 
has been completed. 

Because many of the real estate reports are being worked up now 
and the ones that involve land on which we have to build some of 
these authorized facilities will be scheduled first, so that we can get 
the most time to consider them, and those where construction is not 
involved will be worked up and sent along as soon as we can get them 
together. 

Mr. Brooks. May I ask you a question, General? 

In accepting, for instance, these easements—we call them servitudes 
in Louisiana—for use, for instance, as a railroad, do you have in 
mind the mineral rights there that you lost when you take a servitude 
or an easement? ‘That has been extremely valuable in some purposes. 
For instance, the Texas Pacific Railroad got out of bankruptcy because 
they were wise enough to get the title rather than just an easement. 
Do you take in consideration those things? 

General WasHBourNE. We do not take the mineral rights under 
the easement, Mr. Brooks. 

Mr. Brooks. You couldn’t. It wouldn’t go on an easement. 

General WasHpourne. That is right. 

However, we suspect that many times a man who thinks he has a 
mineral value there will raise the price of the easement because it 
interferes with his getting at it. 

Mr. Vinson. Mr. Chairman, I renew my motion we approve this 
item for Abilene Air Force Base, Abilene, Tex. 

The CuarrMan. Without objection, item is approved. I would 
like to say it is regretable. I do hope that we make every effort in 
the world to hold down the cost. 

General Wasusourne. The Air Force will, Mr. Chairman. 

Mr. Kinpay. Mr. Chairman, may I ask a question there? 

The CHairman. Yes. 

Mr. Kixpay. I don’t think it is too germane. 

The Cuairman. I am not singling out any particular base. But 
that is true everywhere. 

Mr. Kiupay. What I have to say doesn’t relate to that. 

The CHarrman. Yes. 

Mr. Kripay. I was just wondering what experience had shown on 
condemnations where you have to go into the local court and local 
Jury. Do A do as well as you had anticipated? 

eneral WasHBourN®r. Our experience, generally, Mr. Chairman, 
is that condemnations result in overall costs some 25 percent more 
than voluntary sales. 

Mr. Krinay. An increase in cost? 

General WasHBOURNE. Yes. 

The Cuarrman. That is right. 

Mr. Kiupay. All that you accomplish is to prevent anybody 
coming up and criticizing you for the administrative action you might 
take and that costs the Government about 25 percent more. 
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General WasHpourNe. Well, of course, we do accomplish the fact 
that we get the use of the land when an owner doesn’t want to sell 
it at any price. 

Mr. Kixpay. You just take it. You file a condemnation in court, 
and take it. 

General WasHBourRNE. Well, whenever it is necessary, the right of 
eminent domain is used. 

The CuarrmMan. Not only it ¢ests:yeu more money for the purchase 
but you suffer loss due to delays. 

General WasHsourns. That is the general case, yes. 

Mr. Vinson. He puts the money in the court, with the clerk of the 
court, and then the jury later on tries the case and if they need more 
money why they have to put it in. 

The CuarrMan. Yes. 

Mr. Vinson. But you can put in what you think is proper. 

General WasuBourns. The Federal court can grant an immediate 
right-of-entry when necessary. 

Mr. Smart. Declaration of taking. 

; Mr. Harpy. The only one who gains through condemnation is the 
awyer. 
Mr. Wiexersuam. Mr. Chairman. 

The Cuairman. Mr. Wickersham. 

Mr. WickersHaAm. General Washbourne, in connection with these, 
some of them are highly important and any unnecessary delay would 
be a disadvantage to you. So you winlt hope that the committee 
act, whichever way it wanted to, rather quickly on some of these 
matters when they are presented to the subcommittee? 

General WasHpourns. Well, the proposals of the Air Force for 
acquiring this land at a certain price are formally presented to the 
subcommittee and some of them are very numerous and some of them 
are I suspect pretty difficult to decide upon. We appreciate their 
position and we trust they appreciate our problem, in acquiring the 
land and getting the authorized construction put into the ground. 

Mr. WickersHam. But time is the essence in some of these par- 
ticular cases. 

General WasHBourRNs. In many cases time is a very important 
element. In other cases, it is not an immediate requirement. 

The CuarrMan. Without objection, Abilene is approved. 

The next is Homestead Air Force Base, Florida, page 22, line 5 
of the bill, and page 66 of the book. That is an additional authoriza- 
tion of $4,641,000, a total of $15,409,000 that we spent at Homestead. 

What was our trouble there? 

General WasHspournz. Mr. Chairman, there are three annual pro- 
grams involving real estate at Homestead which Colonel Haas can 
lay out for you on this chart here for the understanding of the com- 
mittee. 

This vear’s program contains the request to buy some land and the 
’54 program has request to buy some land and the ’53 program had 
request to buy land, all in addition to the Dade County Airport that 
was donated to the Government when we activated the station in 
1952. 

Colonel Haas. 

Colonel Haas. The 1,327 acres which was originally donated by 
the municipality is shown here in green. 
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The 1,327 acres originally donated by the municipality is indicated 

in green, as I said. 

uis line here is the canal that runs through this area for the 
drainage of this portion of the planned areas. The 800 acres under 
discussion is shown in yellow, which is required for basic base ex- 
pansion and the runway extension, additional apron area and clear 
zone. 

Mr. Ketiener. How much will that cost, Colonel, that yellow 
area? 

Colonel Haas. Have you that? 

Colonel Pricz. The current estimate on that, Mr. Kelleher, is 
$656,000. 

; pas. Vinson. Oh, no; that is over 800 acres—just where the yellow 
is? 

Mr. Kitpay. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Kevueuer. Yes, sir. 

Colonel Haas. This blue is the 120 acres which is in the 1954 
program—this portion here [indicating]. 

Mr. Keuiener. And what is the cost of that, Colonel? 

Colonel Pricz. The 120 acres shown in blue are estimated to cost 
$116,000. 

Colonel Haas. Now, in addition there are 680 acres which is 
required for the expansion of 9n Ordnance area, not sited as yet, 
which is included in the 54 item. That is 680 acres of ammo 
storage. 

Mr. Brooxs. What is that? 

Simply igloo storage? 

Colonel Haas. That is igloo storage which is required in fee and 
additional acreage required in restrictive easements, to protect the 
area around the built up igloo. 

Mr. Brooks. I mean the purpose of storage of ammunition. 

Colonel Haas. That is for the storage of ammunition required for 
the two-wing mission at this installation. 

Mr. Brooks. Tell me why was that field oriented like it is there? 
Apparently no real effort to utilize the original donation. 

General WasHsourne. Mr. Chairman, I believe I can explain that 
to the committee. The Dade County Airport, of some 1,300 acres, is 
roughly the rectangle shown there. 

he basic runway was an east-west heading, shown in this way, 
and a northwest heading shown here. There was a third runway that 
came off generally in this direction here (indicating) —northeast head- 
ing. When we came out to lay out the medium bomber runways, at 
Homestead, the preferred wind direction was the east-west heading, 
which would have utilized the existing old blacktop runway. That 
heading was initially adopted and the master plan laid out on that 
basis. But about a year or perhaps 15 months ago we realized an 
increasing problem in flying these jet bombers over populated com- 
munities. The populated community of Homestead, Fla., is 3 miles 
due west of the end of this runway. And we were fearful that the 
build up of traffic over the years over Homestead, which is itself ex- 
panding, would constitute a problem and that it was timely to con- 
sider a way to relieve it. 

After substantial study, we concluded that the best arrangement 
to relieve Homestead to the west would be to develop a major runway 
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on a northeast-southwest heading as shown on this layout. That 
meant of course that we had to buy additional land down here or up 
here, to the northeast, to extend this 12,000-foot strip with necessary 
clear zones. 

A secondary runway capability was retained on a northwest 
heading which would utilize —— 

Mr. Brooks. Wait a minute. 

General, I can’t hear a word of what you are saying. 

General WasHsourNe. A secondary runway heading was retained 
to the northwest. That is utilizing the existing field to the best of 
our advantage. 

Now, we considered very seriously, Mr. Brooks, sliding this runway 
to the southwest in order to minimize the requirement on this end and 
use every acre of the existing airport. However, that would have 
required buying land down here in these tomato fields and sweet corn 
fields for the same purpose as we are buying land on this end and the 
cost difference would not have been very material. 

If this runway were set substantially in this direction—— 

Mr. CunninGuam. General, might ‘I interrupt you right there, 
what would have been the difference between the tomato land and the 
800 acres in yellow? 

General WasHnourne. I don’t have the figure for that, Mr. Cun- 
ningham. 

Mr. Cunninauam. You said it would not have been very material 
and I assume you knew something about it. 

General WasHsourNe. Well, sir, I say that as a general statement 
because these are truck fields down here off this end of the field 
[indicating]. 

Tomatoes and sweet corn and I am fairly sure that the unit price 
of those would have been in the four-, five-or-six-hundred-dollar-an- 
acre class. 

Mr. Cunntncuam. Basically, is the soil the same? 

General Wasupourne. Basically, the soil is about the same. The 
top soil there is not very deep and is underlaid by coral. The runway 
in this direction would have displaced it with respect to the apron 
which has to be located in this location. We couldn’t locate the apron 
on this land because we have to keep the capability of a runway in 
this direction for strong winds. 

Mr. Kitpay. That would have destroyed that other runway, 
wouldn’t it? 

General Wasnsourne. How was that, Mr. Kilday. 

Mr. Kintpay. Would it not have destroyed the other runway? 

General WasHpourNeE. It would have compromised the use of it 
very materially and split our apron into two parts, with resultant 
operational difficulties. So we had to put the apron in this location 
here. And the hangars of course and all the shops are back of the 
apron. 

rt would have been inefficient to displace the runway with respect 
to the apron and the hangars. So this is the master plan that was 
evolved for that big operation at Homestead. It unfortunately 
required the acquisition of land in this area. The yellow is the 53 

rogram, 800 acres altogether, the blue in three tracts as shown here 
in the 1954 program, and another 132 acres shown in here for expan- 
sion of the apron and for additional operational facilities at the north- 
east end. 
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This heading of the runway goes out over Biscayne Bay after a 
little ways and is the least interference to the communities in that area 
south of Miami that we can arrive at. 

Mr. Bennett. What is that little square of blue? 

General WasHpourNe. Here? 

Mr. Bennett. Yes. 

General WasHBouRNE. That will be the hospital, Mr. Bennett, at 
this location here. It is removed from the hangar line at a maximum 
distance. 

Mr. Vinson. Mr. Chairman, may I ask a question as to the military 
requirements of this proposed base? 

Mr. Huss (presiding). Mr. Vinson. 

Mr. Vinson. As I understand it, the city of Homestead gave you 
or gave the department 1,206 acres of ground from the previous 
airfield they had. 

General WasHpourNE. Dade County Airport; yes, sir. 

Mr. Vinson. Dade County. And then you propose after receiving 
that property to establish a two-wing bomber group down there. 

General WasHpourNE. Yes, sir, two-wing medium bomber group. 

Mr. Vinson. Nothing has been done down there since it was given 
you? 

General Wasupourne. There have been activities continued there 
since it was authorized. 

Mr. Vinson. I am talking about the department. 

Have you any bomb group there, now? 

General WasHBourNE. No, sir, it is not an active station. It has 
not been built. 

Mr. Vinson. That is right, it is not an active station. 

How much have we authorized and how much have you spent at 
Homestead? 

General Wasupourne. The authorization for Homestead, Mr. 
Chairman, is $35 million. 

Mr. Vinson. And how much of that has been spent? 

General WasHBourRNE. There has been obligated at Homestead 
already about 1.6 million, or some figure near that. 

Mr. Vinson. Million. 

General WAsHBouRNE. 1.6 million, ves, sir. 

Mr. Vinson. A million dollars has been spent there. 

General WasHrourne. That is right. 

That has gone for the engineering and planning work that we have 
done down there, and the design on the facilities. 

Mr. Vinson. Now, you can’t make that a successful two-wing base, 
unless you have additional lands. 

Is that correct? 

General WasHBourN®E. Yes, we have to have the additional land. 

Mr. Vinson. I want to raise this with the committee. Now, I 
understand this was given to them, 1,206 acres. We authorized $35 
million. We spent $1 million on it. 

Now, here is what was submitted to Mr. Cunningham’s committee. 
I saw it when we had this and when we rejected it. Listen to this. 

This property will be acquired from 33 individual owners. This 
acquisition, estimated to cost $655,754, is broken down as follows: 
800 acres of land to be acquired in fee for $548,750, averaging $686 per 
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acre. “The cost varies from rockpit land at $50 per acre to lime and 
avocado groves at $2,000 an acre. 

Improvement on the lands to be acquired in fee, $42,000. One 
residence, $3,500. Eleven cinderblock laborer’s quarters at an aver- 
age cost of $2,536, total $27,789. Twenty-nine miscellaneous store- 
room, sheds, warehouses, barns, at an average cost of approximately 
$382, total $11,000. 

Severance damages $5,000; cover crops $7,530; resettlement of 14 
families, $7,000; contingencies $30,000; acquisition cost $15,000; and 
tax loss to tax authorities was estimated at $5,000. The above costs 
were determined from detailed estimates made by the professional 
appraisers. 

This acquisition will involve the relocation of a powerline and a 
county road at an estimated cost of $169,069, which includes necessary 
right-of-way. The cost is not included in the total cost shown above, 
and will be borne in the cost by the runway construction. 

Now, I have great doubt, and Mr. Cunningham’s subcommittee 
had grave doubt, as to whether or not even though this was a gift, it 
should be developed any further. 

That is the question | raise now, as to whether or not we should go 
any further. 

e spent $1 million in it, and we authorized $35 million, and with 
changing of powerlines and highways and discommoding all these 
eople and paying such a big price. Why can’t you find some other 
and in some other community down in Florida that is as generous as 
Homestead? 

General WasHBpourRNeE. Mr. Chairman, I appreciate the committee’s 
concern on having to acquire land over and above that donated in 
Dade County. I think the Air Force should—I would be correct 
in saying that the Air Force has had to acquire more land here than 
we had originally figured we would have to because of the change 
in runway healing and the development of the ultimate base. 

I feel that the factors of developing Homestead, however, are— 
there are many favorable factors that outweigh the problem of the 
land cost. 

In paying, let’s say, $800,000 or $1 million for the additional land 
against a development that will cost about $35 to $45 million, we have 
land cost for acquisition of something like 2, 24% or 3 percent, which 
is a fairly good average the country over. 

Mr. Vinson. Well, let me ask you this. 

Why can’t we find somewhere else in Florida—keep it down in 
Florida, but why can’t we find some abandoned base, such as Boca 
Chica or some of those bases, we built many of them during the war, 
where you can put this group without going into this expensive 
community. 

Sell this base or donate this base to them or do something with 
it to protect the $1 million. We are committing ourselves to go 
into a place because it was given to us. You wouldn’t have gone 
there and located this bomber base. You would have found some 
other place. But the only reason you got there is that they offered 
you the 1,200 acres. 

General WAsHBouRNE. No question that there would be other bases 
or other base areas located in the State of Florida. But there is a 
condition at Homestead which I think is to be set opposite the cost’ 
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of the land and that is the great saving that will be realized at Home- 
stead in the construction of the pavement. 

At Homestead, we have coral underlying this land on which it, 
according to engineer estimates, will be possible to construct the 
pavements there at a great saving. 

Mr. Vinson. Well, in that connection, the report shows the type 
of land as marls and loams. Now, I know down in Homestead, where 
you have the great agricultural region, there is no coral. There are 
certain sections of all that section that has coral. But in this par- 
ticular place—it is potato land and tomato land—it is the finest loam 
that has ever been produced. 

General Wasnpourne. Mr. Chairman, the engineer estimates tell 
us that there is coral underlying the bulk of the pavements to be laid 
here at Homestead. 

Mr. Vinson. Well, if it underlies it, it is so deep that it is the most 
fertile topsoil that you have ever laid your eyes on. 

General WasHpourNe. Yes, sir; the top soil is very fertile. But it 
is not deep loam as we like to understand farm land. 

I have been over this base, and I have seen the various canals and 
road ditches there. I think that the engineers are right in report- 


in: 

‘Mr. Vinson. I am not going to take up any more time, Mr. Chair- 
man, of the committee on it, but this matter will certainly be thrashed 
out with Mr. Cunningham’s subcommittee when it goes over it again. 

Mr. Gavin. Well, does the gentleman make a motion that it be 
passed over for the present? 

Mr. Hess. It has been passed over once. 

Mr. Gavin. All right. 

Mr. Cunninouam. Mr. Chairman, may I ask the witness a ques- 
tion? 

Mr. Hess. Mr. Cunningham. 

Mr. Cunntnauam. General, I understood you to say the land in 
the 800 acres, the yellow, is comparable in value with the land on the 
other side where the tomato patches are. 

Now, was the situation the same in 1953? 

General Wasnsourne. I don’t know, Mr. Cunningham. I sus- 
pect it was, but I don’t know that for sure. 

Mr. Cunnincuam. My point is this. I think your whole trouble 
now arises from the fact that in the 1953 public works program your 
department represented that this 800 acres was worth approximately 
$80,000. 

Mr. Vinson. That is right. 

Mr. Cunnincuam. Or $100 an acre. In less than a year’s time 
you come up and the price has been increased to approximately $800 
an acre. 

Now, if it is comparable in value to the land at the other side today, 
it must have been comparable then. The only explanation for the 
variance is that someone in your department came up here before this 
committee and used as an estimate only a bad guess that they knew 
absolutely nothing about. 

And that is the beginning of your difficulty. Am I not correct? 

General Wasnsourne. I think you are, Mr. Cunningham. 

Mr. Cunnincuam. That is why our subcommittee couldn’t pass it. 
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However, be that as it may, that doesn’t say that we should not 
approve it today. We should overlook that and take into considera- 
tion the present cost and what it would cost: to go somewhere else and 
the actual value of this field, is that not correct? 

General Washnourne. That is the way we see it. 

Mr. CunninGuam. It looks to me as if the matter ought to be 
reopened in our subcommittee. 

Mr. Vinson. What? 

Mr. Cunnineuam. It looks as if it ought to be reconsidered in a 
rehearing in our subcommittee. 

Mr. Vinson. Well, of course, just as you brought out, when we 
passed the original act, it was estimated the land was going to cost 
$80,000 and on that assumption why we authorized the $35 million 
to go ahead and develop it. 

Now, it turns out, when vou submitted the request to Mr, Cunning- 
ham’s subcommittee that the land cost $600,000 or $800,000. 

General $656,000. 

Mr. Cunnincuam. Which is almost $800 an acre. 

Mr. Vinson. Let’s go ahead and take up all these items. 

Mr. Hess. Do I understand, General, by spending this additional 
amount of money for the land, you are going to be able to save on 
construction costs a considerable amount of money; is that correct? 

General WasnpourNne. Yes, sir; that is the situation. 

If we lay 1 million yards of runway and taxiways, there is about 
nearly 1} million yards of pavement. 

Now, if we save $3 to $5 a yard on each one of those yards of pave- 
ment, we have offsetting value at Homestead that we don’t encounter 
at other bases. 

Mr. Brooks. Mr. Chairman. Of course, that assumes, General, 
that there is no other land with a coral base available in Florida, of 
course, where you would have the same saving. 

General WasuspourNr. Well, there undoubtedly is, but this is the 
tract where that has been an established fact. 

Mr. Huss. Mr. Hardy. 

Mr. Harpy. Mr. Chairman, I would like to pursue that point a 
little bit. $4,507,000 is set up for paving at Homestead. I notice 
that the unit cost for most of it is $12 a square yard, until you get 
down to the wash rack and that is $35. In order to try to make a 
comparison, turn over to Eglin, I don’t know the difference that 
might be involved. But it is a little surprising to me to find that 
the square yard cost at Eglin is $6 against $12 at Homestead. 

Now, it doesn’t seam to add up properly. 

Mr. Vinson. Now, in that connection, the average cost of the 
second wing—of a two-wing bomber group—anywhere in this bill is 
around $35 million. And here it is, with all this land given, you still 
propose to spend as much as if you had started at » brand new place. 

General WasHpourNne. Well, Mr. Vinson, our cost of a two-wing 
medium bomber base at other places is a good deal higher than that. 

Mr. Vinson. Well, the bulk of them run around $35 to $40 million, 
right from scratch. 

General WasHBourNe. Well 

Mr. Vinson. Look through the bill. 

General Wasnsourne. We have a proposition at Portsmouth and 
Plattsburg of $50-odd, or $60 million investments. 
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Mr. Harpy. I would like to get an explanation. The General said 
the major reason he selected that base was because of the coral there 
which made the construction cost less. And your cost as shown is $12 
per square yard and at Eglin it is $6 a square yard. 

General WasHnourne. As a matter of fact, we were not aware of 
the underlying coral at Dade County when this base was selected for 
activation back in 1950. 

It developed later. And the extent of it I don’t think has been 
accurately determined. But the part that we have expected to lay 
the runway on has been found to have the coral under it. And if we 
accept the flexible pavement which takes the advantage of the bearing 
value of the coral we have a saving. 

Mr. Harpy. I still don’t quite understand your explanation, 
General. 

You hayen’t quite satisfied me. You said that the construction 
cost of your pavement was less because of the coral. And certainly 
you have found that out since 1950. But the per yard cost is $12 
according to your own figures. 

General WasHnourne. That is the figure we have in the book. 
We have new estimates now based on further information at Home- 
stead in which we would propose to the committee that several of 
these items be marked down, at a savings of $2,138,000. 

Mr. Harpy. When were you going to make that proposal? 

General WAsHnourNne. Well, I am preparing to make it right now, 
if this discussion at Homestead is not shut off too soon. 

Mr. Harpy. General, you didn’t bring that up just because I 
called attention to the difference between your prices 

General Wasnsourne. No, sir; let me tell you about Eglin, Mr. 
Hardy. 

Mr. Vinson. We will get to that in a few minutes. 

General WasHrourNe. The proposition at Eglin extending the 
runway areas which have already been stabilized. 

Mr. Harpy. You have one item that says, “runway primary 
extension heavy,” and it doesn’t say anything about overlay. 

General WasHpourne. I admit it doesn’t, but that is the engineer- 
ing problem at Eglin of paving the overruns that exist on that runway 
to make it 8,000, up to 10,000 feet long, and then we put another 
2,000 feet on the end of that. 

Mr. Harpy. You are telling the committee, then, that that $6 
item, which is No. 1 item in Eglin, is an overlay? 

General Wasnpourne. It involves an overlay of 50 percent of the 
square yards involved in the extension. 

Mr. Harpy. Well, then—— 

Mr. Chairman, I submit that we have been misled all the way 
through this book, because certainly the information that is given 
here is incomplete. It is indicated that this is a new runway exten- 
sion and now the General tells us it is an overlay. 

General WasHsourne. Mr. Hardy, I don’t want to confuse you 
or the committee, but at Eglin we have an 8,000-foot paved heavy 
duty strip. It has 1,000-foot overrun at each end. In order to get 
the 12,000 feet that we need at Eglin, we propose to pave the two, 
1,000-foot overruns, at the end of the 8,000-foot strip. That would 
bring it up to 10. Then the extension of 10 to 12 is new work on the 
end, of one of those existing overruns, 
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Mr. Vinson, Mr. Chairman, may I ask him a question? 

General WasHnourng. The combination of that yardage in there 
was figured up at the price shown here. 

Mr. Gavin. Mr. Chairman, may I] ask him a question. 

Mr. Harpy. May I get through? 

Mr. Gavin. Yes. 

Mr. Hardy. So then you have a combination of factors in there 
that comes out to $6 a square yard, which is exactly one half-—— 

General WasHpourne. We have a combination of work. 

Some of it is completely new and some of it involves the strengthen- 
ny ot the overrun areas, yes, sir. 

Mr. Harpy. You show a separate item for strengthening the 
primary runway on Eglin. 

General WasHBouRNE. Yes, sir, we do. 

Mr. Harpy. And show that at $2 a square yard. 

‘ General Wasnpourne. That is right. That is the way it is shown 
ere. 

Mr. Harpy. Now, do you understand that part of your item No. | 
is also strengthening? 

General WasHsourne. No, sir. 

Mr. Harpy. Then, you have misinformed us all the way through, 
General. 

General WasHsourne. I don’t mean to misinform you and I 
don’t think I have, Mr. Hardy. 

I have told you how the layout at Eglin is involved in the extension. 

Mr. Harpy. What I am trying to figure out is what does this $6 
item at Eglin represent; is that new pavement, is it overlay or what 
is it? 

General Wasusourne. The $6 item at Eglin involves the produc- 
tion of new heavy-duty pavement. 

Mr. Harpy. All right. 

Then make a comparison of that with the $12 item at Homestead. 

General Wasurourne. All right, sir. 

The new heavy-duty pavement at Eglin at $6 would be compared 
to the primary 

. Mr. Harpy. Item 3. 

General WasHnourne. Primary runway extension, which is like 
item 3, at Homestead, at $12 which we now find should be priced at 
$7.50 for unit price and the $267,000 shown as the amount would 
more properly be shown as $16/,000. 

Mr. Harpy. But even so, General, because of your coral you are 
going to save money and yet it is going to cost you almost a third more 
to lay a square yard of runway at Homestead as it will cost you at 
Eglin. 

General Wasusourne. I am not sure that is going to turn out to be 
the case, Mr. Hardy. It depends 

Mr. Harpy. It is the best figures you have, and it is the figures 
you have given us now, which modifies your original $12 figure which 
was twice as much as your Eglin cost. . 

General Wasnsourne. That is unfortunately the case, that this 
programing of Homestead pavement was proposed last year before 
we had the approval of the master plan and before we had the engineer- 

Mr. Harpy. Just let me ask you one other question, and I will be 
through. 
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Now, you have told the committee that a major factor, a major 
reason for selecting Homestead, was because of the coral and it makes 
a cheaper, a lower cost of your runway. 

General Wasnpourne. It is a major reason for retaining the 
authorization at Homestead. As I said, it wasn’t even known when 
it was selected the first time. 

Mr. Harpy. All right. Let’s say a major reason at the time that 
you prepared this bill and these line items; is that correct, a correct 
way to put it? 

General WasHpourne. No, I don’t think so. 

Mr. Harpy. Then, General, certainly the Cunningham subcom- 
mittee has brought up to you the question of the propriety of going 
ahead and buying this 800 acres of land at this excessive price. 

General WasHBourNn. They have; ves, sir. 

Mr. Harpy. Prior to the time that this thing was worked up; ts 
that not true, or probably conucrrent with it? 

General WasHpourne. About that time; ves, sir; that is right. 

Mr. Harpy. And so you come in here and justify having retained 
this base on a basis of having a lower cost for paving, and yet your 
cost for paving is twice as much as you estimate at Eglin. 

Mr. Vinson. Let me get this in the record, Mr. Chairman, please. 
If the Department were to instruct you to locate a similar base in 
Florida, would you go down to Homestead and locate it there? As 
a new, original preposition, where would you put it in; would you put 
it at Homestead? 

General Wasuspourne. I don’t know offhand what the Depart- 
ment’s answer would be if we were not building at Homestead, Mr. 
Vinson. 

Mr. Vinson. Put it this way. The only reason you are at Home- 
stead is because they gave vou the 1,200 acres. 

General WasHrourne. No, sir; that is not true. 

Mr. Vinson. What is the military reason of being there? In 
preference to some other place in Florida, 

General WasHpourne. It is a good location to have a base. It is 
within reach of community support and yet it is removed some 30 
miles south of Coral Gables and is away from the Miami metropolitan 
area. 

Mr. Vinson. Couldn’t you find some other place to meet your 
military requirements in other places in Florida preferable to Home- 
stead? 

General Wasusourne. I don’t know any place more preferable, 
but there is physical possibility of locating another base in Florida, 
yes, sir. 

But I don’t know of any more preferable than this one. 

Mr. Hess. Mr. Gavin? 

Mr. Gavin. Mr. Chairman. I can’t understand, General. You 
say that after you are in there, later on—— 

Mr. Hess. Mr. Gavin has the floor. 

Mr. Gavin. Later on you discover that this location had a coral base 
and that has made it very attractive to you to proceed with the 
development of the location of the base at that point. 

How is it you people when you lay out a plan, or you have a proposed 
site, wouldn’t go in there with test borings and determine what 
underlies that land before you decide to develop your plans. The 
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same thing happened up at the Lancaster Air Base. After you got 
into it, then you found after a lot of plans and developments and 
+ bane gmceyp were made, that there were subterranean passages and 
there were other reasons why you didn’t want to locate in that area. 
How do you proceed? 

Now, suppose you got a piece of land and you lay it out and you 
think that is an acceptable and a desirable site. What do you do then, 
to determine whether it is a desirable site and what the understructure 
of the land is, whether it is acceptable, before you go ahead, and start 
to lay out a whole setup for an air base? What do you do? I would 
like to hear just how you proceed to determine that this land is ac- 
ceptable for the type of equipment we have today? 

General WasHsourNe. The first thing we make map studies. 

We search the geological records. We check up the general nature 
of the topography. Phen we go look at it and we measure off the 
approaches and look at the general nature of the land, and decide that 
it 1s within the bounds of reason, cut and fill wise, to develop 3 or 4, 
5, 10, square miles of graded built-up area on it. 

Mr. Gavin. How is it you didn’t discover that this had a coral 
base before? You are coming now and saying “‘Later on we discovered 
there was a coral base there.”’ 

Why didn’t you discover that in the first place? 

General Wasupourne. Well, let me put it this way, Mr. Gavin, 
There is no question that the people who went down to Homestead and 
had lived there for years knew that the coral was there. Every time 
you look in a drainage ditch or go over one of those little bridges or 
even step in the roadside ditch you see the coral cropping up through 
the ground. So its presence was not unexpected. 

We didn’t know what we could make of it in laying out the engineer- 
ing of the pavement. At least, I didn’t know at that time because I 
wasn’t doing this. And I am telling you these developments as they 
have grown up since we selected Homestead back in 1952. 

Mr. Gavin. Don’t you think with these tremendous investments 
that were made, that we should know what we are doing, before we 
start to spend our money and then come up later on, in 5 years, and 
find we have made mistakes and have to start all over again? 

General WasuBourne. Well, sir, we certainly agree that we would 
like to have more information about these sites before they are selected 
and presented as major developments. That has been our continuing 
meee rn all the time, that we don’t have time to make complete en- 
gineering studies on the bases and study all the layouts. For an in- 
vestment of this sort, we would like to have 3, 4, or 5 years, to check 
it all out good and make all the comparisons. 

Mr. Gavin. I think we should, too, if we are going to put 35 or 40 
million dollars into it. 

General WAsHBOURNE. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Gavin. I don’t think this committee ought to proceed to 
authorize a 35 or 40 million dollar project unless we know where we 
are definitely headed for and whether it is desirable and acceptable 
and is going to meet the requirements there. 

Mr. Harpy. Mr. Coatrman—— 

Mr. Cunntncuam. Mr. Chairman, may I ask a question. 

Mr. Hess. Mr. Cunningham. 
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Mr. CunnincuHam. General, I have before me a copy of a letter 
under date of April 7, 1954, directed to the chairman of this committee 
and over the signature of Secretary Douglas. 

One paragraph of this letter interests me. It says, 

While the land costs exceed the amounts indicated in the estimates of require- 
ments, the compensating factor exists in that current working estimates indicate 
that airfield pavements can be constructed at a cost of $5 million below the 
average cost of heavy duty pavement, due to the extremely favorable sub-grade 
at this location. 

Now, this is referring of course to Homestead. Would you care 
to comment on that as to whether or not $5 million would be the 
saving? 

General WasHrourNne. I think it is a very conservative figure. 

In measuring up the amount of yardage that has to go in here, it 
will approximate 1,500 thousand yards, or 1% million yards. 

Now, if we accept flexible pavement on all of the pavement at 
Homestead, contrary to the Air Force criteria which requires rigid 
concrete on the aprons, we do expect that the difference in cost in 
taking the asphalt pavement would be on the order of $5 million, 

I think it may as a matter of fact go higher, but I couldn’t promise 
you a better figure until the bids are in. 

Mr. Cunnincuam. Thank you, General. 

My next question is this. As I recall, at the hearing before our 
subcommittee, that was not brought out. And apparently it was not 
brought out before this committee a year ago. I am wondering why 
that was discovered just now. 

General WasHBourNE. Well, it is not a question of discovering it. 
1 would rather say it is a question of developing that type of infor- 
mation as we go along, Mr Cunningham. This time last year I 
couldn’t have told you that this was the final runway beading. There 
were several things about Homestead that we didn’t know this time 
last year. 

Mr. Bennett. Well, as I understand it —— 

General WAsHBOURNE. It is a question of developing that data as 
we go along. 

Vin. Bennett. As I understand, Mr. Chairman, then, the saving 
is greatly in excess of the total cost of the acquisition of the land. 

General WasHpourNne. The expected saving will be much greater 
than the cost, probable cost of the land. 

Mr. Vinson. Let me ask one question, Mr. Chairman, as suggested 
by Mr. Kilday. What do you consider the gift of the 1,200 acres, 
with ail the appurtenances on it, to have been worth? 

When the community gave the Government the property, what do 
you consider it was worth? 

Let’s see how much free gift we got. 

Mr. Kixpay. In that connection, in view of the fact that this new 
land was estimated originally as being $80 an acre-——— 

Mr. Vinson. $80 an acre when we approved it. 

Mr. Kiupay. I would assume the gift-—— 

Mr. CunninGHAM. Pardon me. 80 acres for $80,000, which would 
be $100 an acre. 

Mr. Kixtpay. $100 was the original estimate and then it went to 
$600. 

Mr. Vinson. That is right. 


42066—54—No. 81 


23 


4394 


Mr. Kixpsy. Are there any estimates as to the value of the gift? 

I would assume it was made on a comparable acreage valuation to 
the $100. 

Mr. Cunnincnam. I don’t know. I never heard. 

Mr. Hess. Well, there are 1,200 acres. 

Mr. Vinson. Let the General answer. 

General WasuBourNne. I would have to make strictly a “horseback” 
estimate, but I would say this land here was probably worth $500,000 
because it had not been developed for truck gardens and it was an 
unused, unneeded airport. 

Mr. Brooks. General, what was the obligation of the United States 
Government when it took the land from those people? Was it to 
develop it for military purposes? Or what? 

General WasHpourNe. That is correct. It was accepted as a 
donation from the county there on which to develop this military 
airport. 

Mr. Brooks. I think maybe you need some more engineering on 
it to straighten these things out. But, personally, J am tired of seeing 
the Government “welsh” on the communities by failing to do their 
part and morally meet the obligation. 

Now, you might need some more engineering help on this thing. 
It seems to me it is “haywire’’. 

Mr. Hess. Mr. Bray 

General Wasurourne. Your point is well taken, Mr. Brooks. 
However, if we did not proceed—— 

Mr. Brooks. General, if you don’t do something there to develop 
that, you are not meeting your moral obligation, isn’t that right? 

General WasHrourne. That is correct. On the other hand, I 
would have to tell the committee that if we don’t go ahead and build 
this field, I suspect we would be obligated to turn the property back 
to the county and the emount of hurt they would be up against I just 
don’t estimate. 

Mr. Kiupay. You say it was an unused airport at the time you 
took it? 

General WasnnourNe. That is right, it has been inactive for 
several years. 

Mr. Kiipay. It wasn’t a going thing, so the city of Homestead just 
had some property? 

They probably could have used it, but it was an inactive airport. 

Mr. Winsreap. General 

Mr. Hess. Just a minute, please. 

Mr. Bray. 

Mr. Bray. Mr. Chairman. General, at the time Homestead 
turned this airport over it was of no value to them. They were not 
making any use of it, then, were they? 

General WasHrourne. Almost no use. There were some of these 
buildings up here that were used for certain things, commercial enter- 
prises—a minor operation. : 

Mr. Bray. So there would be no great breach of faith to Homestead 
if they gave it to you and you gave it back, I mean if later the Depart- 
ment determined that was the proper course, would there? 

General WasHnourne. Well, I think the problem was more with 
Dade County, and the city of Miami rather than with the community 
of Homestead. 
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Mr. Bray. Incidentally, how close is this to Miami? 

General WasHnourne. It is about 35 miles by road up the bay 
here. 

Mr. Bray. Did that make it any more valuable as a bomber base, 
its proximity to Miami? 

General WasHrouRNE. No, no. As a matter of fact, it is a con- 
flicting requirement. 

We need community support and yet we don’t want to be too close. 
this 30 miles works out very well. 

Mr. Bray. Off the record. (Discussion off the record.) 

Mr. Bray. That is all. 

That is all. 

Mr. Brooks. Mr. Chairman, finishing the questions I started 
out-——excuse me, but I would like to finish so I can get through. I 
want to ask you this. 

Now, when you took that over, it was an unused airfield, but it had 
runways on it, didn’t it? 

General WasHsourNe. It did, yes, sir. 

Mr. Brooks. Now, have you removed any of the runways? 

General WasnsourNne. Not yet. 

Mr. Brooks. They are substantially in the same shape they were 
in when you took them over? 

General WasuBourne. Yes, sir; they are. 

Mr. Brooks. Did you destroy any of the buildings on it? 

General WasnBourNr. Yes, sir; we have worked the buildings over 
very substantially, for the better, since 2 years ago. 

Mr. Brooks. Now, if you decided to give it back—in my judgment 
it is a breach of your obligation. When you take property over and 
agree to do something to it, whether you make a mistake or not, you 
are obligated. But if you gave it back, what would be your obliga- 
tion? Would there be any obligation to restore anything in the same 
shape it was when you got it? 

General WasHspourne. Well, there usually is. I think we have to 
work an arrangement to return the property to the county. 

Mr. Brooks. You don’t know what it would cost you to do that? 

General WasHBourNe. No, sir, I am afraid I don’t. 

Mr-Gavin. Mr. Chairman. 

Mr. Brooks. Is the title in the Government? Mr. Vinson wanted 
to know if the title was with the Government? 

General WasHBourne. Yes, sir; the title has been transferred. 

Mr. Hess. Mr. Gavin? 

Mr. Gavin. General, it was a deactivated local airport, is that right? 

General WasHBouURN»E. Yes, it was. 

Mr. Gavin. And no doubt there wasn’t a volume of business to 
justify it being operated. It was economically unsound and therefore 
it was practically abandoned when they gave it to you. 

General WasHsovurne. That about covers it, yes, sir. 

Mr. Gavin. Don’t you think your estimate of $500,000 is very high? 

-General'Wasnrourne. Well, I might have at the time, but since 
this land problem around the immediate vicinity—— 

Mr. Gavin. Yes, since a land problem around has gotten into it, 
ou might. But at the time we acquired it, I doubt if it was offered 
or ~ that would bring any figure such as you estimate its actual 

worth. 
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General WasHpourNe. Well, that is problematical, Mr. Gavin. 
There were a number of buildings—warehouses, railroad track, the 
usual thing on the base. I don’t know any value. 

Mr. Huss. Is there any objection to approving Homestead? 

Mr. Harpy. Yes. 

I shall nct support it as it is. 

General WasHrourne. Mr. Hardy, I would like to—— 

Mr. Vinson. Mr. Chairman 

General WasHpourne. Point out that the reduetion—— 

Mr. Vinson. The bells are ringing now. If we can’t dispose of 
Homestead, we better let it go over. 

Mr. Hess. Let’s have a vote on it here now. All those in favor of 
Homestead 

Mr. Harpy. There are one or two aspects of it that I would like 
to discuss before you take a vote. I think you can outvote me but 
I poses gree to discuss them before you take a vote on it. 

don't 

Mr. Hess. The committee will stand adjourned until 10 o’clock 
tomorrow and we will take up Homestead tomorrow. 

(Whereupon, at 11:10 a. m., a recess was taken, to reconvene at 
10 a. m., of the following day, Thursday, April 29, 1954.) 


Hovusr or REPRESENTATIVES, 
CoMMITTEE ON ARMED SERVICES, 
Washington, D. C., Thursday, April 29, 1954. 

The committee met at 10 a. m., the Honorable Dewey Short, 
chairman of the committee, presiding. 

The Cuarrman. The committee will please be in order. 

Some time ago Congressman Deane of North Carolina asked me 
whether or not he might be given the opportunity to appear before 
this committee to express his views on family housing in ata 

Mr. Deane is very much interested in this problem and made 
a rather thorough study of it last summer. I told Mr. Deane that 
we would indeed welcome his views with respect to this important 
field. He found it possible to appear before us this morning and we 
will hear you at this time, Mr. Deane, before we resume hearings 
on our military construction bill. , 

Mr. Rivers. Could we have something on his background? 
{Laughter.] 

Mr. Deane. Thank you very much, Mr. Chairman, and members 
of the committee. 

I certainly would not be presumptuous to state that I am 
thoroughly informed on this subject. I realize it is completely within 
the jurisdiction of the House Armed Services Committee. But as a 
member of the House Committee on Banking and Currency, I have 
been tremendously interested in all phases of housing in the United 


States and our Territories. I know something about the Wherry 

housing program, which is a military peeeram, and it is because of 

my general interest in housing, particu 

I app:ar this morning. 

y is statement that I have, Mr. Chairman, if I may, I will follow 
ong. 


arly in overseas housing, that 


Because of my interest, I directed my first inquiry to the Secretary 
of the Department of the Air Force, under date of March 20, 1953; 
the Department of the Air Force being originally charged with the 
responsibility of carrying out the provisions of section 302, Public Law 
534, the rental guaranty housing program. The replies to my letters 
came from the Armed Forces Housing Agency, then charged with the 
responsibility of carrying out the provisions of the law. The informa- 
tion I received indicated some serious problems involving both progress 
and the projection of the program from a number of angles. 

During August of last vear | was in Europe, at my own expense, and 
took time out for some 2 days and advised with Air Force officials in 
Paris and Mr. John Arrington of the Housing Division, Properties 
and Installations of the Department of Defense. Mr. Arrington with 
Assistant Secretary of Defense Floete, appeared before the Subcom- 
mittee on Real Estate and Acquisition Projects of the Armed Services 
Committee, chairmaned by our distinguished colleague, Congressman 
Paul Cunningham, on March 22, 1954. 

I have read the testimony submitted to the subcommittee men- 
tioned. From this testimony and the questions directed to the wit- 
nesses, I know thet your committee is seriously concerned over the 
lack of progress being made in the conduct of this military housing 
program overseas. 

Under the law, findings were presented to the House and Senate 
Armed Services Committees and approval wes obtained in the spring 
of 1953 to proceed with six projects in France as the first phase of 
this program. Under the Air Force the four projects were: Chateau- 
roux, Bordeaux, Chaumont, and Toul-Rosieres. 

Under the Army 2 project at Orleans and one at St. Nazaire were 
designated. This first project was modified by the substitution of a 
300-unit project et Paris for the 400-unit project at St. Nazaire, now 
understood to be the headquarters of the United States European 
command. 

Of these six original projects in France, firm commitments for the 
construction of the rental guaranty housing program has been secured 
for the Air Force project at Chateauroux of 410 units and the project 
of the Army at Orleans for 400 units and the one at Paris. 

Now keep in mind that these three projects fall in the second series. 
But, bear in mind, gentlemen of the committee, that only 3 firm 
commitments or sponsors have been secured for the original 6 projects 
authorized. These are at Chateauroux and Orleans and for the United 
States European Command at Paris. 

As I read the testimony, I get the impression that the majority of 
these bases are now being occupied and that military people are now 
being housed, perhaps at exorbitant rentals and in housing of inferior 

uality, scattered generally over a wide area surrounding the base. 
This may be true of some of the installations contained in the first 
projects authorized for construction by this committee and the 
Senate Armed Services Committee. 

However, it should be pointed out that the first series of projects 
authorized were in the larger centers of populations, for example: 
the project at Chateauroux and the one at Orleans and at Paris. 

In the testimony given to the committee on March 22, mention 
was made of the second series of projects covering air bases at Evruex, 
Dreux, and Toul. It should have been pointed out that these bases 
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are rapidly becoming ready for operations use during the present 
calendar year. These bases cannot be occupied by the Air Force 
units scheduled for assignment or deplovment because of the unwilling- 
ness of the French authorities to permit the movement of the families 
now housed in Germany due to the complete lack of rental housing in 
what might be considered completely rural areas. This is creating a 
serious problem in West Germany. 

For example: When fully manned, Evreux will bave a requirement. 
for approximately 700 femily units; Dreux, approximately 600 family 
units; and Toul, approximately 600 family units. 

The serious results of these interruptions and delays in the move- 
ment of units scheduled for duty at these stations is readily apparent. 
Thus it is evident that this situation backs up troop movements clear 
back into the United States. 

Troops frozen in Germany that should move into France, and troops 
in the United States due to move into Germany, cannot move because 
the French authorities say “No’’ to these movements in‘o these three 
specified completed bases that will be ready for occupancy this cal- 
endar year because of the complete lack of housing. 

For the information of the committee, in the French village of Toul 
there are less than two dozen establishments of aJ] kinds in the’ entire 
community. The nearest town of any size is Nancy, located some 30 
miles distant, and housing there would, in my opinion, be negligible 
unless provided under this program. What exists at Toul is true of 
the other bases becoming ready for occupancy this year. 

Should housing be constructed at Nancy, key personnel assigned 
quarters in such a project would not be available to man essential 
equipment in the event of anemergency. Therefore, if these units are 
to Re effective, housing units must be provided on or adjacent to the 
airbase. 

Another impression I gained from the testimony before the com- 
mittee on March 22, 1954, is that if the present 5-year limitation for 
the guaranty period is demanded, it will produce the required housing 
units. This | seriously doubt. 

As of last August, when I advised on the scene in Paris with our 
military people, | was convinced that the proposed program of housing. 
could not be accomplished. That is proven, in my estimation, because 
since the spring of 1953 when the first series of projects were designated, 
only two sponsors and contracts have been let. 

My further observations led me to believe the economic conditions 
in French communities with respect to their potential renting popula- 
tions and with respect to the rents their inhabitants can and are 
paying: are not uniform throughout, and those we are to occupy are 
ocated more with respect to their strategic position than to their 
availablilty to centers of population where it is resonable to expect 
housing is or would be available. 

The economics of the situation seem to indicate that a larger portion 
of the original cost of construction must be amortized where projects 
are being located in completely rural and farming. areas far removed 
from the large urban centers. 

As is the case in the privately financed housing that has been created: 
near military bases in the United States, the sponsor rarely invests 
his own money in the development. Instead, he borrows the money 
and creates his ownership in the development by retiring the borrowed 
funds with the rents received. This is true in France. 
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The situation is further complicated by the fact that since World 
War I, rents have been frozen in France with the result that the aver- 
age rent paid by a Frenchman is in the neighborhood of 5 percent of 
his annual income. The end result of this rent regulation has been 
the complete disappearance of investment capital ‘from the field of 
rental housing. The only source of capital for the development of 
our housing program is the French Government Mortgage Bank 
Credit-Foncier. 

If we accept the self-evident fact that in many communities there 
will be no residual rental value for housing after the departure of our 
troops, we see that the problem varies from approximate amortization 
of 30 to 35 percent in the Paris area to 100 percent in the vicinity of 
rural farming communities. If sufficient housing is to be obtained 
with a 5-year guaranty in an area where 100 percent of the cost of 
construction must be amortized, the monthly rental to be paid by our 
personnel becomes prohibitive. 

The only way of overcoming this prohibitive rental is to accord the 
services latitude in extending the period of guaranty and percentage 
of amortization from base to base, as the local situation requires. 

Incidentally, Mr. Chairman and members of the committee, the 
services have entrusted their most responsible and experienced officers, 
men with records of achievement and of demonstrated judgment, to 
carry out this program. It frequently appears to me that their 
hands are unjustifiably tied by rigid restrictions imposed either by 
the Congress, or by the Pentagon. 

Mr. Rivers. Or by whom? 

Mr. Bennerr. Pentagon. 

Mr. Rivers. Oh. 

Mr. Deane. It is my firm opinion that if the rigid restrictions 
presently imposed upon the services by the Department of Defense 
are adhered to, there will be a very limited amount of housing units 
constructed. This, I feel, has already been fully demonstrated. 

It is unreasonable to assume that the failure to obtain capital is 
due to unjustifiable greed on the part of French financial interests. 
And, incidentally, Mr. Chairman, I am not speaking for any French 
financial interests. 1 am here primarily because of my vital interest 
in this housing for our military. ; 

I think the French position would be supported by sound American 
financial institutions. 

I give you this example of what it would cost an American airman 
to rent a housing unit. Assume there was a 100 percent, $8,000 
mortgage, with a 10-year guarantee at 6 percent interest. This would 
produce a break-even rental, before adjustment for 5-percent vacancy, 
of $123.82. That is a 10-year period. 

You readily see that a 5-year amortization of the same figures and 
interest factor would produce a completely unreasonable rental. This 
would also allow nothing for the operation, maintenance, and servicing 
of the project. 

If it is really the intention of the Congress to provide housing, our 
approach to it must be realistic to the extent that the procedure by 
which we acquire this housing is sufficiently flexible to meet the eco- 
nomic conditions, not of our creation, but which nevertheless exist in 
the areas in which the housing must go. 
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The other side of this picture is that if we impose impossible eco- 
nomic conditions on the people attempting to operate the program, 
failure of the program is inevitable. 

Mr. Chairman and members of the committee, you might be 
interested in the program evolved by the Canadian Government in 
providing family housing for their NATO forces. There the Govern- 
ment leases direct from the sponsor the accommodations required, 
and has even gone so far in some instances as to advance part of the 
construction funds against future rentals. 

For several months, Mr. Chairman and gentlemen of the committee, 
1 have been studying the application of a lease-purchase approach 
for acquisition of these housing units. The plan would produce 
acceptable housing units constructed by private sponsors according 
to our plans and specif cations. 

Incidentally, at this point I might point out the extreme difficulty 
that our forces have experienced in trying to convince French archi- 
tects of modern methods of construction. It has been almost a 
reeducation of French architects in housing construction. Should 
such a plan be adopted, very appreciable savings to our Government 
could be demonstrated and realized. 

These housing units would be administered as Government quar- 
ters and the military agencies would be able to insure themselves 
against vacancies by assignment of personnel to occupy these units. 

Under a lease-purchase plan it would be possible to furnish the 
housing units from Government stocks of furniture, eliminating the 
fantastic cost of transportation of household goods from the United 
States to the station of assignment. 

Under the present guaranty rental plan we cannot utilize Govern- 
ment stocks of furniture, thus making it necessary for the shipment 
of a person’s household effeets, which runs into millions of dollars. 

The lease-purchase approach is simple. The rents paid are applied 
against the ultimate purchase of the unit. It is the same principle 
that now governs General Services Administration’s acquisition of 
warehousing and facilities. 

The military services could eventually, where 100 percent amortiza- 
tion was accomplished, acquire complete disposition rights of the 
accomodations constructed with no further requirement for rental 

ayments. Upon the removal of our forces, the Government would 
e in the position to make whatever arrangements were possible for 
the liquidation of these assets. The cost of the amortization would 
have been Jiquidated through the application of the quarters allowance. 

The CHarrMaANn. Thank you very much, Mr. Deane. You have 
given us considerable food there for thought. 

If you members of this committee have not read the article in the 
current issue of Reader’s Digest, I think you will find it interesting 
and enlightening. It is ‘What Is Wrong With France?” written by 
a Frenchman. I hope that each and every one of you find time to 
peruse that. You can read it in 5 or 10 minutes. 

Mr. Vinson. Mr. Chairman, I suggest the valuable paper that our 
colleague from North Carolina has just delivered to the committee 
be referred to Mr. Cunningham’s committee, which is making some 
inquiry along that line, and that probably at a later date Mr. Cun- 
ningham’s subcommittee will call on Mr. Deane to cooperate with the 
committee and see if something can be done, or worked out along the 
line suggested by the gentleman from North Carolina. 


The CHAIRMAN. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Rivers. 

Mr. Rivers. I should like very much to compliment the gentle- 
man from North Carolina. That is one of the most comprehensive 
statements I have heard. 

I would just like to inquire if he has looked into the basic base rights 
negotiated by the State Department to make it possible, that lend- 
lease approach that you have gone into. Because in France and in 
Italy, our base rights have never been completely concluded, giving 
police rights and many other factors which are not indicated in your 
fine inquiry and in your excellent treatise on this subject. 

Mr. Deane. I understand that, Mr. Rivers, and I haven’t gone 
into that particular angle, but I do know from general information 
that I gained while I was in France last August, and since, that there 
.is a serious problem so far as that particular angle is concerned, and 
what concerns me as much as anything else are these three bases, 
bare bases, that are rapidly being completed this year. 

The forces are in Germany and the French authorities say, “No, 
you can’t move them in here because we do not have housing to ac- 
comodate them.”’ 

Mr. Rivers. I think the liaison between the State Department 
and the military has been such that the military is not entirely to 
blame. But it certainly does not detract from your excellent, wonder- 
ful inquiry, and I surely want to thank you. I just want to bring 
that to your attention for what it is worth. 

Mr. Deanne. Thank you. 

Mr. Cunninauam. Mr. Chairman, could I have a minute? I don’t 
want to take too much time on this. 

The CuarrmMan. No; we have to get on with the bill here, because 
Mr. Deane is going to be called before your committee later. 

Mr. CunninGuam. I will waive my questions. 

Mr. Harpy. Mr. Chairman, under the circumstances I would like 
to do the same thing. If Mr. Deane could give us some information 
before the Cunningham subcommittee, I will defer any pursuit of the 
matter now. 

The Cuarrman. Yes. 

Mr. Mitter. I will follow that same line. 

The Caarrman. Thank you very much, Mr. Deane. 

Mr. Deane. Thank you very much. 

The CuarrmMan. Yesterday, gentlemen, it was necessary for me to 
leave before the conclusion of the hearing. I had to go before the 
Rules Committee. I was informed that we got bogged down a bit 
on Homestead Air Force Base, Fla. I hope that we will take that 
item up at this time. And when we finish it, we will get on with the 
other eight items which were passed over when we went through the 
bill. And then I understand that the Air Force has one amendment 
to offer, perhaps even a second amendment. But we will consider 
them after we have gone through these different items. 

Mr. Vinson. Mr. Chairman, I think the committee in your absence 
yesterday practically finished the inquiry in regard to Homestead and 
we reached the point where Mr. Hardy had suggested that it be deleted 
from the bill, I think. 

Mr. Hess. I think he wanted to ask a few questions. 

Mr. Harpy. Mr. Chairman. 
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The Cuarrman. Mr. Hardy. 

Mr. Harpy. I assume responsibility for having requested that the 
item might be deferred until this morning, or the vote. I did it 
because there were | or 2 other things that | wanted to explore before 
suggesting an amendment with respect to it. 

would like to know, Mr. Chairman, the extent to which the Air 
Force has tried to locate other facilities suitable in Florida for the 
purpose of this particular installation. And I would specifically like 
to know whether they gave any consideration to the possible utiliza- 
tion of some area at Camp Blanding. I think there is about 70,000 
acres there. 

The CuarrMan. Yes. 

General Washbourne. 

General WasHpourne. Mr. Chairman, in Florida, 63 airports 
having hard-surfaced runways were surveyed. Of that 63, 32 were 
located less than 3 miles from the communities and were therefore 
considered to be inadequate as to location. Fifteen were located in 
areas having very little community support. Two are now in use as 
Air Force contract flying schools. Eleven are naval air stations for 
which there is a current and continuing need. Three are not expan- 
sible beyond the present length, based on the CAA records and pending 
a site survey for certification. 

The area west of Panama City was not surveyed because of the 
heavy airspace utilization by the Pensacola Navy complex for the 
training, and Eglin Air Force complex for air proving ground work. 

Miami was not surveyed since most airports are located close to 
the city and because of the saturated airspace utilization there. 

The CuairMan. As well as the heavy air traffic. 

Mr. Harpy. Mr. Chairman, from a strictly statistical standpoint, 
that sounds very impressive. But I notice the first criteria that was 
applied was that they should have hard-surfaced runways. Now that 
is particularly significant to me since you are not going to use very 
much of the hard-surfaced runways that you did have available down 
there at Homestead. - 

General WasHpourne. Well, your observation is certainly perti- 
nent, Mr. Hardy. But the presence of some type of pavement is an 
indication of what the development of these fields is. If they did not 
have any hard-surface runways, they are way down on the list of 
aaa that we periodically and continually look over in seeking new 

elds. 

Mr. Harpy. Well, let me ask you this, General: Is it not a fact that 
there was some paving that had been used by the Air Force either at 
or adjacent to Camp Blanding? 

Generel WasHpourNr. Do you know, sir? 

Colonel Price. I don’t know. 

General WasHsourne. I have no information as to that, Mr. 
Hardy. 

Mr. Bennett. can clarify it. 

Mr. Harpy. I was under the impression there was an area used 
there during World War II. 

Mr. Vinson. Mr. Chairman——— 

General WasHpourne. I just don’t know. 

Mr. Bennert. Do you want that information? 

The CuarrmMan. Mr. Bennett, I think, has that. 
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Mr. Bennerr. Well, there was an Air Force establishment at Key- 
stone Heights, which I think is almost adjacent to Camp Blanding, if 
not she. physically adjacent, very, very close. 

I would like to say at this point there was and still exists in unused 
state at the present time an Air Force installation at Keystone Heights, 
which is almost adjacent, if not actually physically adjacent, to the 
Blanding lands. I think it was called the Keystone Heights Auxiliary 
Field, or something of that type. I don’t know how many acres it 
contains or the condition of the runways or the buildings, but it does 
exist. 

Mr. Chairman, I hope I don’t take more than a minute, but I 
would like to say something at this point. I really came into this 
discussion only for the purpose of clarifying that point. 

It is embarrassing to me, since this is an installation which is in 
my area, both the Keystone Heights and Blanding being both in the 
area which I represent, and the Homestead area is to the south. I 
looked into this matter after the committee rose yesterday and found 
out some additional information. 

I was told by people, that I think know, that the original survey 
that was made at Homestead was made by someone who had made a 
very casual observation about it. He merely went down there and 
got the information from the tax assessor, which is a very, very poor 
way of finding out how much land is worth. 

As you know, over the country generally, many tax assessors do 
not assess at 100 percent of value, or even at a majority fraction 
thereof. 

Mr. CunnincHam. And especially is that true in Florida; is it not? 

Mr. Bennett. It certainly has been over a period of years. There- 
fore, the $100 figure was arrived at without any foundation of any 
real appraisal. Phat is one point I want to make about the original 

he second point I found out was that—and I don’t know who is 
to blame for this second point, but it is something I think everybody 
should bear in mind. The Air Force went into this area in Home- 
stead with the implication at least they were going to take over and 
that undoubtedly has raised the value of the land very considerably 
in that area. 

Now, I don’t mean to say that anybody is trying to hold up the 
Air Force, but the very fact that there is going to be an Air Force 
installation in that area has raised the value of the property ver 
substantially. It has raised all the property around it. And I think 
that is something the Air Force should bear in mind when it starts 
going into an area. 

Mr. Vinson. Mr. Chairman, may I ask—are you through? 

Mr. Bennerr. Let me see if there is any other point I want to 
make. The third point I want to make, and then I will keep quiet: 

I think that in all fairness to the Congressman who represents that 
area, if any negative decision is taken upon this matter of Homestead 
base, he certainly should be allowed to be considered in the matter. 
He is making his way back to this country from a foreign country 
where he is at the present time and he will be back on Monday, and 
I certainly hope no negative action will be taken on this in his absence, 
‘amd he be given every opportunity to explain this situation. 
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The Cuarrman. I have been informed that Congressman Lantaff, 
in whose district Homestead Air Force Base is located, is away on 
official business. 

I had received a call from his office this morning to the effect that 
Dade County commissioners have made a survey of the Homestead 
area and the surrounding 5 miles, with the result that no evidence 
of speculation in land has gone on or is going on now. 

Their survey also led them to believe that the land values used 
by the Air Force was high and there was good reason to believe that 
the land could be acquired for substantially less. 

I think you need to bargain with them. 

Mr. Kitpay. Mr. Chairman, and Mr. Lantaff would be entitled 
to be heard because this involves the attitude of his civilian popula- 
tion, whether or not they did boost this price. 

Mr. Vinson. May I ask one question of the General, Mr. Chair- 
man? 

The CHarrMan. Yes. 

Mr. Vinson. Did you make a survey of the airfield north of Miami? 
I think it was called Opa Locka. 

Mr. Hess. Opa Locka. 

Mr. Vinson. Opa Locka. Is that in the service of the Navy 
or is that an abandoned field? 

General Wasupourne. Yes, sir, the Opa Locka area has been 
surveyed several times, Mr. Vinson. 

Mr. Vinson. And has that been abandoned by the Navy? 

General WasHpourne. I don’t know about that point, but it is 
not as desirable a choice for this medium bomb mission as the Home- 
stead site. 

Mr. Rivers. Mr. Chairman, I can tell Mr. Vinson something about 
that site right now. The Marine Corps is leaving Opa Locka there 
because the space is saturated. They are leaving Opa Locka entirely 
with that Marine fleet wing. 

Mr. Vinson. Let me ask one more question, Mr. Chairman. 

Have you made a survey on the Keys as to Boca Chica? There is a 
base down there. Is that being used by the Navy? It is a very large 
base a little bit farther down. Homestead is just the last town on 
the Florida peninsula. From there on is the keys. 

General WAsHBOURNE. One second, sir. 

Mr. Vinson. Now that has been abandoned, I think. We spent 
millions to develop Boca Chica. 

General Wasupourne. Mr. Chairman, we did not make a formal 
survey of the Boca Chica airport because of the Navy use there and 
the cenaagrpyn caf and the limited community support known to 
be there. 

Mr. Harpy. Mr. Chairman, can I get the floor back again? 

The CHarrMan. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Harpy. I am grateful for all this help, but I still haven’t a 
satisfactory disposition of the Blanding possibilities. Is it or is it 
not accurate that the Air Force did have an installation at or near 
Camp Blanding which is not now being used? 

General Wasunourne. I have no knowledge of it, Mr. Hardy. 
It is quite possible that there may have been one, but I am not aware 
of it. I think we have been over this ground so much that I would 
have heard of it. 
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The CHatrMan. May the chair ask how much money we have 
actually spent at Homestead? 

General WasHBourne. The Government’s investment in Home- 
stead up through 1950 is listed at $5,701,000. Since we have had 
the base approved for reactivation in 1952, the Air Force has put 
about $1,600,000 into it in the terms of rehabilitation contracts and 
the engineering studies and the work leading to its reconstruction, 

The CuHartrMan. So we have a little more than $7 million all 
together? 

General Well—— 

The CuatrmMan. Approximately $7 million? 

General WasHsourNE. That would be the book figure, Mr. Chair- 
man. There might be some argument as to whether the ‘acilities 
actually obtained by the Air Force in 1952 were actually worth 
$5,700,000, 

The CuatrMan. We spent that much? 

General WasHsourne. But that is the book value of the Govern- 
ment’s investment, yes. That is what has been spent. 

Mr. Vinson. Mr. Chairman, in view of the fact that Mr. Lantaff 
is out of the country on official business, I suggest that we pass this 
item over for consideration by the committee before the final con- 
clusion of the bill, to accord him an opportunity to be here and discuss 
_it with the committee. 

And in the meantime, let the Department of the Air Force see if 
it can’t furnish the committee with complete information that this 
is not the only available place in Florida or is the only available place 
in Florida that can be used. 

Mr. Harpy. Mr. Chairman, | shall not take exception at that 
generally. I certainly feel that Mr. Lantaff should be heard before 
final decision is made with respect to this matter. 

But I do want to say that I think we should have a lot better 
information from the Air Force than we have received thus far, 
especially with respect to Camp Blanding. 

Now, if it is true—and I have before me a list of airfields which 
have been declared surplus, and one of them is listed as Keystone, 
Keystone Heights, in the State of Florida, and I would certainly 
think that somebody here in the Air Force who knows something 
about Keystone and where it is, whether or not it-is adjacent to Camp 
Blanding, and I am just surprised to find that there isn’t anybody 
in this group of Air Force representatives that ever heard of it before. 

Mr. Kixpay. It must be a big station. 

Mr. Vinson. May I say, Mr. Hardy, there are so many air bases 
both for the Army, Navy, Air Force and Marines placed in Florida, 
that it is most difficult to keep up with them. I don’t want to 
criticize—— 

Mr. Harpy. They have searched that State for a site for this 
particular installation. 

Mr. Vinson. That is right. 

Mr. Harpy. It is surprising to me they didn’t know that Key- 
stone existed. 

Mr. Vinson. That is right. 

Mr. Harpy. It also seems to me, Mr. Chairman, that if in fact 
Keystone does exist and is adjacent to Camp Blanding, it might be 
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ee to get 12 or 15 acres off of a 70,000-acre installation owned 
y the Army, in order to avoid having to go somewhere else. 

Mr. Vinson. That is right. 

The Cuarrman. I think the gentleman is absolutely right. 

Without objection, we will bypass Homestead 

General WasHrourne. Mr. CuarrmMan. could I make one more 
observation about Homestead before we pass it over? 

The CHarrmMan. Yes. 

General Wasupourne. I don’t know where the Air Foree could 
buy back the 2 years that we have spent in developing Homestead, 
and we are in very urgent need of developing a home for this medium 
bomber mission. I think the choice of Homestead was soundly 
made in 1953 and, unless there are some very different factors, those 
2 years are more important than ‘he factor of the land or of resurveying 
for this site. That would be the Air Force basic position, that the 2 
years is very important. 

Mr. Vinson. Mr. Chairman, he has only spent $1,600,000 durin. 
the 2 years. No planes or personnel have bale put there. So 
can’t see how he has lost 2 years. 

Mr. Harpy. I don’t see how he has lost anything. 

The Cuarrman. We will pass over Homestead and go to Fargo, 
N. Dak., page 30 of the bill, and 149 of the book. 

Fargo, N. Dak., page 30 in the bill and 149 in the book. 

Mr. Vinson. Mr. Chairman, may I ask—off the record. 

The Cuarrman. Off the record. 

(Discussion off the record.) 

The Colonel. 

Colonel Ropennauser. Mr. Chairman, Fargo area is a site of 
one of our new air defense fighter interceptor squadrons. It is a new 
base in the program this year. 

You will note that in the bill 

The CuarrMan. It is a link in that radar screen, isn’t it? 

Colonel Ropennauser. That is right, sir. It is the fighter defense 
that goes with that radar screen. 

You will notice we carry it in the bill as Fargo area. 

Mr. Chairman, the reason for that designation is that a survey 
of the Fargo municipal airport indicates that it is practically on the 
edge of the town, as far as airspace is concerned. 

It is obvious to us that from an investment and long-term view- 
point, the utilization of this municipal field would not be to the best 
advantage of the Government, particularly in view of the amount 
of work we would have to do to improve it for our use. 

It was, therefore, the Air Force’s intention to select a reasonable 
distance from some community within that defense circle a virgin 
site and develop that for this fighter-interceptor mission. 

The CuarrMan. Have you any idea how much acreage? 

Colonel Ropennauser. About 2,500 acres, Mr. Chairman, is 
estimated as the average figure for one of these fighter-interceptor 
bases. 

The CuarrMan. Propose to purchase or lease that? 

Colonel RopennavuserR. We would have to purchase, Mr. Chairman. 

The Cuatrman. Purchase. 

Colonel Ropennavser. I have developed some figures in that area 
that a survey team made on a quick field inspection out there, which 
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would indicate that particular land in fee for this site in the Fargo 
area would run approximately $400,000, that the avigation easements 
off the ends of the runway would be $64,000, and the restrictive ease- 
ments which would apply to the ammunition area, about $9,375. Or 
the total land investment would run about $475,000 for a virgin site 
about 10 miles west and 12 miles north of Fargo itself. 

The Cuarrman. That is not near the oil field? 

Colonel Ropennauser. No, sir; not at the price of this acreage 
here, Mr. Chairman. One hundred and sixty dollars an acre is what 
is quoted here as the average price for that land. 

Now I would like to point out that going this fer from the city 
relieves the problem of danger to the civilian community, the nuisance 
factor, and so forth, but still leaves us close enough to take advantage 
of those community facilities which we are so desirous of obtaining. 

It is, therefore, for that reason that we are asking the committee to 
allow us to carry this as an area designation until we can actually 
settle the metes and bounds problem on land in these various areas. 

Now, Fargo is only one that is in that category. You will note in 
the bill the second base after Fargo is Glasgow and there is one at 
Bismarck as well, sir, that we are asking for area designation on. 

Mr. Ke.uener. Let me interrupt you there just a minute, Colonel. 
With respect to Fargo, and perhaps with respect to the others, if you 
should need to acquire this virgin site, you wouldn’t have either the 
money or the authority to do it. Won’t you require a modification 
of the bill? 

Colonel Ropennauser. I have the modification here, Mr. Kelleher. 

Mr. Keuiener. Fine. 

Colonel Ropennauser. If the committee gives us permission to 
proceed on this basis. I wanted to make our position clear. 

The CxarrMan. | think the committee should. They explained 
that so thoroughly when they discussed it before. 

Mr. Rivers. | think the record should contain something as to 
the need to make this a part of the overall 

The CHarrMan. Well, we brought that out clearly when we con- 
sidered the item. Without objection, Fargo is approved. Let’s go 
to the next. 

Mr. Duruam. You ought to get that land cost down 

Colonel RopenHAvserR. Mr. Chairman, for the purpose of the 
record 

Mr. Vinson. By use of the words “Fargo area,” you will probably 
be able to get a better price for the land. 

Mr. Rivers. That is right. 

Mr. Vinson. Because it is not pinpointed and no one knows 
which site in that area is going to be designated. 

Colonel Ropennauser. That is correct, sir. 

T assume that I have the committee’s permission, then, Mr. Chair- 
man, to enter these additional items into the program in the amounts 
that are necessary in order to provide us with the authorization to 
acquire the land and build the runway, sir. 

Mr. Smarr. What would be the new total? 

Colonel Ropgennauser. I have those here, Mr. Smart. 

The CuarrMan. You haven't changed the amount. $7,055,000—— 

Colonel RopenuaAuser. Yes, sir, from $7,055,000, it would change 
to $9,151,000 for Fargo area. 
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The CHarrmMan. Now, why the boost? 

Mr. Smarr. That is the land, Mr. Chairman, the easements 
involved. 

Mr. Ketiener. And the runways involved, 

The CuarrMan. That is right. 

Mr. Smarr. For the virgin site. 

The CHarrmMan. What is that figure? 

Colonel RopennAvuseR. $9,151,000, sir, and I can give you the 
changes in items in the detailed program. 

Mr. Harpy. Might I just ask a quick question, Mr. Chairman? 

The CHarrMan. Yes. 

Mr. Harpy. How much land is involved? 

Colonel Ropennavuser. Approximately 2,500 acres in fee purchase, 
Mr. Hardy. 

Mr. Harpy. Allright. 2,500 in fee purchase. Now the figure you 
gave us a while ago, an average of $160 an acre; is that for the fee pur- 
chase or is that the average of the fee purchase and the easement? 

Colonel RopenuauszerR. No, sir. The $160 I quoted was as the 
result of a rapid survey in that area that was made in order to try 
to make a general determination. I note, sir, in the line items here 
under fee purchase, that to include the contingencies of the expenses 
of acquiring, and so forth, that they are carrying it here at $250 an 
acre in the line items, sir. 

Mr. Harpy. Now, that is right different from $160 that you gave 
us a while ago. 

Colonel Ropennavuser. That is correct, sir. These were the raw 
survey costs that the 

Mr. Harpy. In your testimony just a few minutes ago you said 
you would acquire this land at an average of $160 an acre, at least 
that is what I thought you said. 

Colonel Ropennauser. No. I believe I prefixed it with the re- 
sults of a preliminary survey out there. 

Mr. Harpy. You are correcting it now to say it is apparently $250 
instead of $160? 

Colonel Ropennauser. That is why I asked the chairman if he 
wanted me to introduce it at this time or later, sir. 

Mr. Harpy. I give up, Mr. Chairman. I am all through. 

The Cuairman. All right. The next item is Glasgow-Miles City, 
Mont. It is a similar installation. 

Mr. Bray. What page is that? 

The CHairmMan. That is on page 30 of the bill, and 155 in the book. 

Colonel RopennAuser. That is correct, Mr. Chairman. Here a 
similar condition pertains. We would like this designation carried as 
the Glasgow area. Our new totals on that basis, sir, would be 
$8,910,000, instead of the $8,391,000 shown in the present program for 
new authorization. 

Mr. Vinson. Well, Mr. Chairman, why can’t you, as far as authori- 
zation is concerned, get along with $8,391,000, and if you have to have 
the $400,000 before it is completed, come back to the committee? 

If there is only a difference of $400,000, why, you might be able to 
build for the $8,391,000. And if you can’t, come back here another 
time. We love to see you. 

I wouldn't go along and hike ali these little items by two or three 
hundred thousand dollars. Leave them alone like they are. 

Mr. Rivers. In other words, Mr. Vinson wants 
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Mr. Vinson. You have the general authorization and if you run 
short, come back to the committee next year and get your money. 
You are not going to get all this money anyhow right now. 

General WasHBourne. Mr. Chairman, as long as we had an under- 
standing with the committee authorizing us to acquire the land to 
put these bases on other than the municipal airport, I think we could 
very well follow Mr. Vinson’s suggestion and leave the amounts as 
they are for the time being. 

The CuarrMan. Make it easier for us. 

Mr. Vinson. Why, certainly it does. 

General Wasupourne. If the committee would much prefer it, I'd 
would be glad to leave these figures alone. 

Mr. Vinson. I suggest we leave them that way. 

Mr. Bennett. | would appreciate, Mr. Chairman, if he could note 
where he expects to have that deficiency ultimately. So if you could 
just note where you expect an overage of $100,000, or something like 
that; otherwise, the door will be open and the Air Force could come 
back in the future and say that we had impliedly allowed them to 
expand every figure which is in this bill. 

Mr. Brooks. That is right. 

General WasHBouRNE. There are 5 of the 7 of these ADC bases 
that are to be set up as an area designation. 

Mr. Rivers. Off the record. 

(Statement off the record.) 

Mr. Vinson. Put that in the record. These that fall in the same 
category are fighter base facilities where you will probably have to 
have a larger amount later on. You have the authorization to buy 
the land. You have all the authorization you need. 

You may need a little bit more money on account of the cost and 
everything, which can be taken care of later. But don’t do it now. 

The CHarrMan. Without objection, we will approve Glasgow- 
Miles City, Mont., with the sum stated in the bill. 

The next is southern California area, which is part of this whole 
circle—page 35 of the bill and page 207 of the book. 

Mr. Rivers. You said we already approved Grandview? 

The CHarRMAN. Yes. 

Mr. Kewueuer. Yes, sir. 

Colonel RopenHAuserR. Mr. Chairman, on the southern California 
area, if you will recall in the preceding testimony before this com- 
mittee, | believe you charged Admiral Jelley of the Department of 
Defense with getting a decision as to the joint utilization of existing 
facilities in that area between the Air Force and sister services, 

The Cuarrman. That is right. 

Colonel Ropennauser. I have not personally heard of a resolution 
of that problem, Mr. Chairman. Mr. Sheridan, | note, is here from 
Admiral Jelley’s office. Perhaps he could assist us on this. 

The CHainman. Come up, Mr. Sheridan, and give the reporter 
your name. Also give your position. 

Mr. Sueripan. My name is Edward Sheridan, chief of the review 
and analysis division, in Admiral Jelley’s office. 

The admiral is out of town today, Mr. Chairman, but in answer 
to the question, the decision has not been reached yet. It is still 
under study and we hope that early next week, probably not later 
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than Tuesday, to be able to report to this committee what the final 
answer is there in the southern California area. 

The Cuarrman. You have considered the possible use of Miramar? 

Mr. Sueripan. Yes, sir. That has been considered. As far as the 
facility space is concerned, there is space available at Miramar to 
erect the facilities needed by the Air Defense Command. However, 
there is a problem of saturation of the air, not only at the Miramar 
location, but also in this whole general southern California area. 

uae CHarrMan. Very populous and very congested, we all know 
that. 

Mr. SuHerman. Yes, sir. 

The Cuarrman. Under the circumstances, we can’t do much about 
it this morning. We will have to wait until ‘Tuesday to get your report. 

Mr. Supripan. Yes, sir 

The Cuairnman So we will pass southern California-——— 

Mr. Devereux. Mr. Chairman, may I make one point there? 

The Cuatrman. Yes. 

Mr. Devernux. Have you made any study about the use of San 
Clemente Island? 

Mr. Sueripan. Yes, sir: San Clemente has been studied, General, 
and it can’t be used because you have to have a 9,000-foot length for 
the runway and the one area in which a runway could be construc ‘ted, 
down at the end of the island, there is only 7,000 feet available there 
from water to water. 

Now, the only other place that you could get 9,000 feet would be 
up on the bills and would be an excessive cost involved to go up there 
and cut and fill and construct an ins‘allation up at that area. 

M r. Deversux. What is the Jength of the runways you have there 
now? 

Mr. Sueripan. At San Clemente? 

Mr. Devereux. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Sueripan. I think it is around 5 or 6 thousand feet, sir. 

Mr. Devereux. And they can’t be extended on up the length 
of the island? 

Mr. Swarran. No, they can’t be extended enough to take care of 
a navy requirement for landing of drones that the Navy would like 
to have additional length on the runways to take care of a drone 
experinental mission that they wanted to put out there. 

The Navy studied the extension of the existing runway and found 
it was not feasible. 

Mr. Devsrwux. Have you considered any of the other islands in 
that group? 

Mr. Sueripan. I don’t believe any other island was considered 
besides San Clemente. 

Mr. Wiison. Have you considered the use of Brown Field, which 
is an adjunct of Miramar? 

Mr. Sueripan. Brown Field? 

Mr. Wixson. It is owned by the Navy. It has an 8,000-foot 
runway and it is about 15 miles south of San Diego, near the Mexican 
border. It seems to me an ideal location for a facility such as this, 
if the Navy 

Mr. Sueripan. As far as I know, Mr. Chairman, that was not 
considered. But if I may check with Colonel Mauck, who is here, 
the Air Force representative on this auay, ° we can give you a final 
answer on that. — 
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The Cuarrman. It is near Tijuana. 
Mr. Vinson. Mr. Chairman, in view of the fact that we are going 
to get a report from Admiral Jolley on this item Tuesday, | suggest 
we pass this item over unul Tuesday. 

The CuarrmMan. We better, to save time. 

All right, the next item is Selfridge Air Force Base, Mich. 

Mr. Witson. Mr. Chairman, I wonder if we could get an answer 
on that? 

General WasuspourNe. The answer on Brown Field is that it was 
considered. The Navy can’t make it available because of their 
present use and the saturation of the air overhead. 

Mr. Wiuson. | don’t believe the area around Brown Field is satu- 
rated, Mr. Chairman. 

The Cuarrman. All right, Selfridge Air Force Base, Mich., page 
35 of the bill and 209 of the book. 

Mr. Rivers. 209 of the book. 

The CHarrMan. Let’s consider Suffolk Air Force Base, N. Y. 

Colonel Ropennauser. Mr. Chairman, Suffolk County Air Force 
Base, at Westhampton, N. Y., is on page 35 of the bill. 

Mr. Keuiener. 219 in the book. 

Colonel Ropennauser. And page 217 of the book, sir. The rea- 
son that Suffolk County Air Force Base was passed by at the time 
was that Mr. Durham requested the Air Force to look into the pos- 
sibility of renegotiating the lease at that base. 

The Air Force has instructed the Corps of Engineers to endeavor 
to renegotiate that lease on a longer term basis, which was Mr. 
Durham’s request, and our promise to report back to him that we had 
taken that action. 

Mr. Kevtirver. What is the extent of the lease now? 

Colonel Price. Ten years. 

Colonel RopennAvsER. We are trying to get 25, Mr. Kelleher. 

Mr. Vinson. Are you going to succeed in getting 25? 

Colonel Ropennauser I beiieve they can, Mr. Vinson, yes, sir. 

Mr. Vinson. Then if you don’t get the 25, what are you going to 
do? Condemn it or make a short-term lease? The committee should 
know what you are going to do in the event you don’t get it. 

General WasHpourNe. As a last resort, Mr. Chairman, we could 
condemn a continuing lease-hold interest in the facility. 

Mr. Vinson. Then the committee can understand, if we can’t get 
a favorable term of the length of the lease, you will enter condemna- 
tion proceedings for a lease? 

General Wasnsourne. At the time the lease expires, if we haven’t 
been able to renegotiate it. 

Mr. Vinson. All right. 

General WasnsourNne. That would be a last resort action. 

Mr. Rivers. Mr. Chairman, I think whenever the Army engineers 
come in here, we ought to make a very thorough inquiry on the 
manner in which they make these investigations and these estimates 
for which we are holding the Air Force responsible. We can’t hold 
the Air Force senpunealiite entirely for these far differentials in the 
estimates, when the Army Engineers»ymake them. 

In so many cases it appears to me that they make perfunctory 
investigations and we are holding the Air Force chargeable for some- 
thing over which they have no control. It looks like we ought to 
find out how they go about these things. 
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Mr. Vinson. I will say, Mr. Chairman, that I hope soon they will 
have in the Air Force a ‘comparable organization to the Engineers. 

Mr. WickersHamM. Certainly. 

Mr. Rivers. I certainly agree with that. 

Mr. Vinson. Let the Department run its own affairs and we will 
get along better. 

Mr. Rivers. That is right. 

The Cuarrman. Let’s not make that change. We have enough 
troubles here. 

Is there any objection? 

Mr. Vinson. No. 

The Cuarrman. Without objection, Suffolk is approved. 

Now that brings us to the last item we passed over under the CAC, 
Wolters Air Force Base, Tex., page 53 of the bill and 415 in the book. 

Wolters Air Force Base, page 415. 

Colonel Ropennauser. Colonel Price will answer the question. 
On this base, sir, the problem was again the 26 acres on which was 
located warehousing which the Air Force was endeavoring to acquire. 
We were requested to look further into’ the details of who built the 
warehousing and what it represented and our need for the facility, sir. 

Colonel Price will answer those questions. 

Colonel Price. Mr. Chairman, the warehouse buildings on the 
acreage concerned in this item and the land itself was disposed of in 
1947, realizing a return which has been estimated by the Corps of 
Engineers at $22,168. 

he present warehousing, consisting of 90,000 square feet of space, 
is estimated to be worth appronimatelly $2.85 a square foot, or a total 
value of $256,000 for the improvements. The item in the bill for 
— wr is made up of the value of the warehousing, plus the value of 
the lan 

The reproduction cost of this amount of warehousing is estimated 
at $6 per square foot, for a total of $540,000, exclusive of the value 
of the land. 

Mr. Ketiener. Who disposed of these? General Services Ad- 
ministration, Colonel? 

Colonel Price. These were disposed of in 1947, Mr. Kelleher. 

Mr. Ke_iener. War Assets? 

Colonel Price. I believe it was War Assets. 

The CuairMan. Surplus Property, which is today General Services. 

Colonel Pricn. Yes, sir. 

The CHAIRMAN. And the Government realized $22,168. And 
now, then, in order to get it back, we have to pay how much? 

Colonel Price. $269,000. 

The CuarrMAN. Somebody is making a pretty nice profit. 

Mr. Vinson. Mr. Chairman, why can’t we find some other place 
to put this? 

he CHarrMan. Here you sell for $22,000 and then you buy it 
back in 2 or 3 years for $269,000. 

Mr. Vinson. That is right. : 

Mr. Brooks. Depreciation is just working in reverse. 

The Cuarrman. I know. You talk about highway robbery; 


Jesse James from my State was a piker. 

Mr. Bray. Mr. Chairman, I believe as a matter of principle they 
ought to go some place even if it costs more, and not let that un- 
conscionable profit go. 
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Mr. Vinson. Certainly. 

The Cuarrman. I shall oppose this. I can’t swallow that. 

Mr. Kiipay. Who is it that stands to make the profit? 

General WasHpourne. | didn’t understand the question. 

Mr. Kitpay. Who stands to make the profit? 

General WasHsourNne. I would say the profit would be realized by 
the people who acquired the property from War Assets Administration 
in the disposal action and have kept it and developed it and used it 
during this period and would now sell it for this sum of money. 

Mr. Kitpay. There is no recapture in this? 

General Wasuzsourne. No, sir. It was disposed of in open sale 
by War Assets Administration. 

Mr. Kixpay. Of course, there is where your difficulty came, I 
imagine. Now this is not on the old National Guard base. This was 
a new area, I take it? 

General Wasupourne. No, this area is right adjacent to the base, 
and we own land on three sides of it now. We own some of the ware- 
housing, of which this is a part. These warehouses in these 26 acres 
were not included in the original base when it was reactivated in 1950, 
because the owners wanted this kind of money for it. We now require 
it and this is 

Mr. Brooks. You are condemning it and it is going to cost you that 
much on a condemnation? 

General WasHBouRNE. It is not intended to be condemnation, 
Mr. Brooks. 

Mr. Kinpay. What is in this? I mean, what are they using these 
warehouses for? 

General WasHsourne. There is a considerable commercial opera- 
tion, a furniture factory, among others—I have forgotten just exactly 
what they are. 

Do you know? 

Colonel Price (aside). 

General WasHpourne. Three very sizable commercial enterprises 
there in these buildings. I have forgotten what the others are. 

Mr. Kinpay. $269,000; does that contemplate the cost of their 
pulling up and moving out, or is it just on the basis of the intrinsic 
value of the property? 

Colonel Pricz. The value of the property, Mr. Kilday. 

Mr. Kizipay. The value of the property? 

Colonel Price. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Kitpay. And not the moving of the industries that are there? 

Colonel Pricr. There is no resettlement allowed in this figure. 

Mr. Kitpay. No resettlement? 

Colonel Price. No, sir. 

Mr. All right. 

Mr. Bares. Were these buildings built since the land was acquired, 
or are these some of the buildings that we had at that time when we 
disposed of it? 

General WasHspovurne. It is my information, Mr. Bates, that these 
warehouses were on the property when WAA disposed of it in 1947. 

The Cuatrman. They perhaps have been refurbished, rehabilitated 
to some extent. 

General Wasnsourne. Oh, yes, they have been substantially 
improved and put to other use. 
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Mr. Brooks. You go to communities, General, and you ask the 
local people to move out and do this and raise money, and all of that, 
and when you come to this place, though, you reverse it and let them 
ask this amount, without even going into court, for something that 
they only paid $22, 000 for. 

Mr. Gavin. How many people do these industries employ? 

General Wassourns. I don’t have that information, Mr. Gavin. 

Mr. Gavin. I think you ought to be able to give us some detailed 
information, where there is a transaction that involves this amount of 
money, so we know what we are talking about. Nobody seems to 
know. We have to guess at it. The price seems exorbitant. The 
profit is out of line. 

And still we don’t know what the reasons are that these people are 
asking this excessive, what we think is excessive price for it. They 
may have reasons. 

General Wasupourne. No, sir. Mr. Gavin, I regret I don’t have 
the employment figure there. I would estimate it at 25 people. We 
don’t consider that this price is exorbitant as to the value of the 
property. We do concede that it was released by the Government at 
a very low figure in 1947. 

The Cuatrman. That is where—— 

General WasHpournn. And there is a very substantial difference 
between what the Government got for it and what we would have 
to pay to get it back. But the value is there. 

Mr. Gavin. They may employ 25 people or 2,500 people. If 
they employ a great number of people, then possibly there is some 
justification in the price they are asking. If it is a small operation, 
there is no justification for asking the price they are asking. 

The CHarrMan. One of these warehouses constitutes quite a fire 
hazard, I understand? 

General WasHpourne. Yes, sir. 

The Cuarrman. A furniture factory or warehouse. 

Mr. Smarr. Is it a fire hazard, the furniture factory? 

General Wasusourne. The furniture factory, of course, is a fire 
hazard. There are other factors in the type of material stored. It 
a ey valuable Government property stored in the adjacent 

uildings. 

Mr. Vinson. Mr. Chairman, there are 7,737 acres down there and 
they sold off 26 acres in a corner for $22,000 and now they want to 
buy that—in fact, within a period of 8 years—for $269,000. 

Mr. Harpy. Mr. Chairman, isn’t this the same thing that we had 
with us before, when Mr. Burleson was trying to get us to make a 
decision on the sale? 

Mr. Kewtiener. That is right. 

Mr. Vinson. Anyhow, I don’t know what that is, but I do know 
they have plenty of land down there to build warehouses and to build 
troop housing and messing facilities, and everything, if they have 
7,737, when they had only a personnel of 4,934 down there. 


Now you wouldn’t be warranted—— 

Mr. Gavin. I move you, Mr. Chairman, this installation be passed 
over. 

Mr. Harpy. Mr. Chairman, before we do that, could I make one 
observation? 

The CHarrMan. Yes. 


4415 


Mr. Harpy. I think, so far as information concerning this particular 
installation is concerned, and this particular property is concerned, 
there is ample testimony in the hearings conducted by the Cun- 
ningham subcommittee. 

Mr. Vinson. That is right. 

Mr. Harpy. I think there is all of the information you need in there. 
I do not recall what specific recommendation we made, but I am sure 
this thing has been fully explored. 

The Cuarrman. Good. We will pass it over for the time being. 

That is a quorum call. House meets at 11 this morning. We have 
to go answer this rolleall. We will stand in recess until 10 o'clock 
tomorrow morning. I hope that the House doesn't continue to meet 
at 11 every morning. 

(Whereupon, at 11:07, Thursday, April 29, 1954, the committee 
adjourned to Friday, April 30, 1954, at 10 a. m.) 


Houses or REPRESENTATIVES, 
ON ARMED SERVICES, 
Washington, D. C., Friday, April 30, 1954. 

The committee met at 10 a. m., the Honorable Dewey Short, 
chairman of the committee, presiding. 

The CHarrMAN. The committee will please be in order. 

Mr. WickrrsHam. Mr. Chairman. 

The CuHarrMan. Yes. 

Mr. WickersHAmM. At this point [ would like to bring up one mat- 
ter, if I might. 

The CHAIRMAN. Yes. 

Mr. WickrersHam. The other day we had a discussion about the 
difference in cost of a 10-year and 25-year construction on some of 
these big bases. I asked the Air Force, with the chairman’s permis- 
sion at that time, to give us the difference in cost. There are three 
big bases. 

One in Altus, Okla. The total basic cost of that base is about 
$28,900,000, plus about $10 million value they had in that base. 
With the addition of only $1,661,000, which is only 5 percent, 5.8 

ercent, that base can be made 25-year construction rather than 10. 
he cost of the land is in there and the additional acquisition and the 
cost of the pavement is the same anyway. 

In that area, tile and concrete for permanent type of construction, 
or 25-year, is such a small amount greater than the cheaper construc- 
tion, it only makes 5.8 percent. 

And in Clinton, Okla., the difference there is only $845,000, out of 
$11,400,000 spent. Then there is a $10 million value there. So it 
is only 7.4 percent. 

In Ardmore, there are only 569,000 in a $13 million base, which is 
only 4.3 percent. 

If there is no objection, Mr. Chairman, I think the air foree would 
like to have that, and I am sure the committee would, and I will 
it. 

Mr. Vinson. Mr. Chairman, I think it should be determined by 
the Department which are going to be classified for the bases to be 
permanent bases and which are temporary bases. When the bill 
reaches the point of the army, I am going to try to find out which 
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are going to be the permanent Army bases and which are going to be 
the temporary Army bases. 

Now, if they are classified by the Department as permanent bases, 
then we can save money by the Wherry housing law. 

When you have an authorization of 25 years, it is presumed that 
is a permanent, definite place where you are going to keep a base, 
unless some condition you can’t foresee justifies you in closing it. 

I think also in this bill we should know the bases that are going 
to be permanent as much as humanly possible to determine at this 
time. 

If they are permanent bases, then the structures should be perma- 
nent, instead of going ahead and having a temporary facility put up. 

Mr. WickrrsHaAm. Mr. Chairman 

Mr. Saarer. On the other hand, Mr. Chairmen, they do have bases 
that are classified as permanent bases where they have nothing but 
temporary housing. They have not used them for years and should 
be released from under the control of the Army or the Defense Depart- 
ment. 

They could be put to use for something else. I have that situation 
in my district. 

Mr. Vinson. Of course, they should abandon—if it has been classi- 
fied as a permanent base and is not being used, it should be classified 
as surplus and get rid of it. 

But where you have definitely made up your mind that this is going 
to be a base and the military requirements warrant a base there, then 
the character of building should be a permanent character. 

The Cuatrman. If I recall correctly, we did change two bases from 
the 10 to 25-year construction. The committee was very generous 
to me, I know, in changing Sedalia, the air force base at Sedalia, which 
is a B-47 base. The other was—there was one other. 

Mr. Ke.uiener. Are you thinking of Myrtle Beach, sir? 

The CHarrMan. Myrtle Beach. 

Mr. (aside). 

The CuarrMan. We did not change it? 

Mr. No, sir. 

The Cuairman. I don’t want to get any preference or special treat- 
ment here. I think the gentleman from Oklahoma, though, should 
be reasonable in his request. Now, at Altus, because of the money 
that is invested and because it is also a SAC base, perhaps you would 
be warranted in changing that particular one. 

Mr. WickersHAm. I think the chairman is correct. If he wants to 
arn Ardmore. Altus and Clinton are SAC bases and they are both 

ig bases. 
he CuarrMAN. Altus would give Oklahoma, as well as Missouri, 
one. Altus and Sedalia are both good bases, SAC bases, and it would 
only require a little more money to make them permanent. 

Mr. WickersHam. Mr. Chairman, in that connection may I add 

this: At Clinton 


The CuarrmMan. What page? 

Mr. WickersHam. Clinton is on page-— 

The CuarrmMan. No.  Let’s take Altus. 

Mr. Wickersuam. All right. Altus is on page 17 of the bill 
General WAsHBouURNE. Page 18 of the book. 

The CuarrMan. 18? 
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General WasHBourNE. Page 18 in the book, yes. 

The CHarrMan. Do you care to comment, General, you or the 
colonel, either one of you? Of course, I am inclined to agree with 
Mr. Vinson. We should leave this up to you gentlemen, because you 
operate it and make the decision. It is sort of a bad thing for the 
committee to start telling you what should be permanent and not. 

Mr. Vinson. That is right. 

The CHarrMan. But where you do have such a huge sum of money 
invested and being more or less familiar with those bases, it seems to 
me it is good business and sound economy for us to perhaps spend just 
a little more to get a much better type of construction. 

Mr. Smart. Mr. Chairman, may | inject one point here? There is 
no action which this committee can take which will make these bases 
permanent bases. That is a responsibility of the Secretary of Defense. 

The Cuarrman. That is right. 

Mr. Smart. The committee can sit here and vote forever and say, 
“Well, we are going to make this permanent,” and change the money 
amount upward in order to accomplish it, but that doesn’t accomplish 
a single thing, except to put 

The CuarrMan. That is right, but it does give them the opinion—— 

Mr. Smarr. Oh, yes. 

The CuarrMan. And the judgment of this committee, which they 
better heed. 

Mr. Smarr. Yes, but, Mr. Chairman 

Mr. Vinson. I don’t agree. 

The CHarrMan. No, he is not the high and mighty one. 

Mr. Vinson. That is right. 

Mr. Smart. Yes, but my point is this—— 

The CHatrMan. We have the final say. 

Mr. Smarr. The Secretary of Defense has to certify a base before 
you get the normal things that follow a permanent base, such as 
Wherry housing, and things of that nature. 

Mr. Vinson. Yes, but, Mr. Smart, where they are spending large 
sums of money and they know for an indefinite period of time they 
are going to use it, it should be classified as a permanent base. 

Mr. Smart. I don’t dispute that, Mr. Vinson, but my further 
point is this: There is a difference in saying from a pure business 
viewpoint that you ought to have 25-year or permanent-type con- 
struction on here. That is one thing. And making the base per- 
manent is something else. 

It may be from a pure business viewpoint, from the difference in 
depreciation, that it would be sound to make the permanent type 
construction. 

Mr. Kinpay. Mr. Chairman. 

The Cuarrman. Mr. Kilday. 

Mr. Kitpay. Isn’t this the legal situation: If you include in the 
bill money authorization sufficient to make it a permanent base, 
be they can make it either 25 or 10-year construction as they see 

t? 

The Cuarrman. That is right. 

Mr. Kixpay. If you don’t give them sufficient money, then you tie 
them down to 10-year construction. 

Mr. Smarr. That is correct. 

The CuHarrman. That is right. 

Mr. Kitpay. They siill have it. 


| 
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The CuairMan. Well, without objection—— 

Mr. Durnam. Why don’t we have a policy, Mr. Chairman, as has 
been suggested, where the Air Force and the Army and the Navy 
recommend these bases as permanent bases, that we recommend to 
them that they adopt this policy of construction of permanent bases. 

Mr. Kitpay. Of course, if you say the base is a permanent base—— 

Mr. Duruam. Leave it up to them. 

The CHarrMAN. Yes. 

Mr. Kitpay. The pressure comes in for Wherry housing. It may 
be Wherry housing ought not be in that location. 

Mr. Vinson. That can be determined by the Depariment. The 
Department has to approve where Wherry housing goes. 

General WasHsourNe. Mr. Chairman, may I make a statement in 
this connection? 

The Yes. 

General WasHsnourNer. We have 193 of our continental bases that 
are on permanent status now and all of those, except one, that one at 
Godman Field, at Fort Knox, are considered to be firm utilization. 
The Godman Field is questionable. 

Mr. Durnam. Well, give us 

General WAsHBouRNE. Now, we have several other bases, not 
included in that list of 193, that are strong candidates for achieving 

ermanent status under the new conditions. Those conditions are 

eing very closely and strongly studied just now to determine how 
many more permanent bases we should establish in the United States. 
And until we make that determination based on the changes in 
equipment and the introduction of guided missiles, and such things, 
the committee might do what it has previously done, which is to 
qualify some of these other bases for permanent construction without 
issuing a directive concerning their status. 

The Cuatrman. That is right. That is what we are doing. 

Mr. Duruam. I would like to know something about the overall 
total cost, General, in the difference between 10- and 25-year, on 
the 193 bases. 

The CuatrMan. He has it. 

yeneral WAsHBoURNE. That has been furnished, Mr. Durham. I[ 
think that should be treated on the same basis. 

The Cuarrman. Mr. Durham, that has been established. 

General WAsHrouRNE. The most important problem in determin- 
ing the permanency of the base is the status of the real estate. 

The CHainman. That is right. 

General WasHrourne. And exclusive Federal jurisdiction is one of 
the most important criteria among the 11 I believe that there are to 
be applied. And a base could be qualified for permanent construction 
and actually built for permanent construction awaiting the qualifica- 
tion on real estate, Federal jurisdiction, and the other factors. 

And that could be done on whatever bases the committee is inter- 
ested in. 

Mr. Vinson. Mr. Chairman, may I ask? 

The CHarrMAN. Yes. 

Mr. Vrxson. How much increase in this Oklahoma, Altus Base? 

Mr. WickersHam. For Altus, Okla., which is a real big base for the 
big planes—the KC-—97’s, and others—it only costs $1,661,000. 
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The CHarrman. The only difficulty with it is that land is leased, 
whereas—— 

Mr. WickersHam. No. That is an error. That is city land. 

The CHarrMan. Leased acres, 1,464, and owned acres, 103. 

Mr. WickersHAM. That is, as a matter of fact, the land that the 
city has turned over to them. So it is your land. 

he CHarrmMan. What is it? We have that land in ownership? 
You own it at Sedalia. 

Mr. Vinson. This item, Mr. Chairman: The book shows we only 
own 103 acres and we lease 1,464 acres. 

Mr. Hess. That is right. 

The Cuarrman. Yes. 

Mr. Vinson. We would not be warranted in putting permanent 
construction on that. 

Mr. WickersHAM. Mr. Chairman, they mentioned the other day 
that was an error. This is a former base and they reclaimed it and 
reactivated and they have it for 100 years, at Altus. 

Mr. Vinson. What about that, General? Let’s get the record. 

Colonel Pricr. Mr. Chairman, the property has not yet been 
recorded in the name of the Governmert, but it is my recollection, 
and I do not have the records with me today, that the donation of the 
land is in process. 

Mr. WickersHam. That is right. They already turned it over and 
they just haven’t recorded the deed. It belongs to the Government. 
It was a big base before. It has a $10 million additional value. The 
city turned it back to the Air Force on the basis of recovering cost. 

r. Durnam. I don’t see how you can have a policy of making one 
permanent here and not the others, when you have 193 that you are 
considering making permanent at the present time. 

Mr. Keviener. They are permanent, sir. 

Mr. WickersHam. They are already permanent. 

General WasHpourNe. That is the number of permanent bases at 
the moment. 

Mr. Duruam. You are considering how many more to make per- 
manent? How many more you have in consideration? 

General WasHsourne. Around fifty, I should say, Mr. Durham. 
I don’t have the exact number in mind. 

Mr. Vinson. May I ask, Mr. Chairman, on the ones that are 
permanent, is it 10-year construction or 25-year construction? 

General WasHpourNeE. Some of them have the 10-year construc- 
tion standards that we hed in effect in 1951 and 1952, Mr. Vinson. 

Mr. Vinson. Then you do not have a policy on the permanent ones 
to have 25-year construction; you have some 25-year and some 10- 

ear? 
- General WasHpourne. That was correct. But such places as 
Donaldson and Dover have been moved into the permanent category 
since the corstruction program was started there two years ago, and 
there are several in that category where the frame construction was 
ut up. We now have them having frame buildings on permanent 
ases. I am sure you recall that Limestone, even though it has been 
permanent all along, had frame barracks -put up there in 1951. 

Mr. Vinson. Now this base at Altus, is it considered a permanent 
base or a temporary base, or what type base has it been classified? 

General WasHBourne. You refer to Altus? 
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Mr. Vinson. Yes. What is it? 

General Wasnnourne. Altus will undoubtedly qualify for per- 
manent status in every way if the real estate and jurisdiction can be 
resolved. 

Mr. WicKersHaM. The same is true—— 

The Cuarrman. Yes. And the total requirement is $28,900,000. 

Mr. Dura. It is right much money. 

The CuatrMan. I think we should approve it. 

Mr. Vinson. $1,661,000. 

The Cuarrman. And you will get a permanent rather than a 
temporary type structure, 25 instead of 10. 

Mr. Duruam. That is the whole 53 or—— 

The Cuarrman. No. They did it for Sedalia. We approved 
Sedalia when we went through. 
= the gentleman from Oklahoma would like for us to approve 

tus. 

Mr. Durwam. The only thing that concerns me: I want a policy 
on an overall basis. 

The Cuarrman. We should have. 

Mr. Duruam. I think we should have. 

The Cuarrman. We should have. 

Without objection, we will make that change. : 

Mr. WickersHam. Mr. Chairman, let me present—I just want to 
call your attention to this one fact. The $845,000 for Clinton: bear 
in mind that this is one of the finest bases yet. It was built perma- 
nently, called semipermanent, by the Navy and taken over by the 
Air Force and was considered out of all the bases under the last two 
programs as the best base. The only cost there is seven-tenths of 
1 percent of the total value, 74 percent additional cost here to in- 
crease it 

The Cuarrman. Well—— 

Mr. Wickersuam. In 1 year, you pay for it. That is for the big 
planes, too. About a $30 million base. The only cost is $845,000 to 
make it permanent. 

Mr. Vinson. Mr. Chairman, to make all these bases permanent in 
Oklahoma, the distinguished gentleman from Oklahoma will not have 
much to work for in the next Congress. It is something to justify 
coming back here in 1955. 

Mr. WickersHam. Mr. Chairman, Mr. Binson, may I say this, 
that this 25-year construction without any regard to permanency: the 
difference in cost is practically nil on the 10- and 25-year construction. 

The Cuarrman. Well, I am sure that if the Air Force feels that they 
are going to keep it permanently and need it, that they will 

Mr. WickersHamM. Mr. Chairman, may I ask General Wash- 
bourne at this time what is the position, then, with reference to 
Clinton? What do you have in regard to that base? 

The CrarrMan. I hope the gentleman 

General WasHrourne. At the present time, Mr. Wickersham, 
Clinton is considered a semipermanent station. I am not able to 
predict on behalf of the Department, the fact that it will definitely 
become a permanent base or would not qualify under certain condi- 
tions. I don’t feel qualified to say. There is the possibility it may 
become permanent, 

Mr. Miter. I have a couple from California, but I am waiting 
for Michigan to get through first. [Laughter.] 
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Mr. Bares. Mr. Chairman, I have nothing in Massachusetts that 
I want to make permanent. It is already permanent. 

Mr. WickersHam. Mr. Chairman, may I say this here now that 
2 have taken it up. Those 50 bases—I want the committee to 
year this in mind. To make the 25 year, and that is without regard 
to the Department making it permanent, they are considering it only 
takes $41 million difference between a 10- and a 25-year bases. That 
is considered on all of them. 

The CuarrMan. Let’s get on with the bill. I hardly know where 
to start. We are all up in the air on Homestead and Southern 
California. 

Mr. Vinson. Mr. Chairman, I suggest this. Mr. Shafer is here. 
Let’s take up the item that we passed over. 

The CuarrMan. Yes; we passed two Michigan bases yesterday 
because Mr. Shafer was out of town, and didn’t get back until yester- 
day afternoon. 

Selfridge Air Force Base, Traverse City area, Michigan. Let’s 
take up Selfridge first. 

Mr. Hess. What page is that in the book? 

Mr. 209, sir. 

The Cuarrman. Selfridge is on page 209 of the book and page 35 
in the bill. 

Mr. Suarer. I have no objection to Selfridge at all. 

The CuarrMan. You have none on Selfridge at all. 

General WasHpourNne. Selfridge is a base on which we ask the re- 
programing of $718,000 for additional facilities to accomodate this 
second fighter wing. 

The Cuarrman. All right, without objection, Selfridge is approved. 
That is out of the way. 

Now, then, Traverse City is a bone of contention. 

General WasHBourNE. Page 219 of the Air Force base-——— 

The CHarrMAN. Page 36 of the bill and 219 of the book. That is 
one of the essential links in that radar screen. 

General WasHBpourNe. Yes, sir. 

The CuatrMan. Fargo and out in Montana and southern California. 
Traverse City and southern California both. 

General Wasnpournr. We have an area requirement for a base in 
that vicinity, Mr. Chairman. 

Mr. Suarer. Well, in that vicinity. Now, just what do you mean 
by that, General? 

You are willing to move a little farther away from this music camp? 
That is the bone of contention up there, this Interlocken Music School. 

General WasHBOURNE. Yes, indeed, Mr. Shafer. 

The site in that area has not been chosen. We are still studying a 
great many sites within the area shown here in the red circle, which 
centers on the area of Traverse City. 

Mr. Suarer. Now, I have here a letter that was written to John 
M. Ferry, assistant to Mr. Talbott, Secretary of the Air Force. I 
will read the quotation in Mr. Maddy’s letter. Mr. Maddy is the 
head of this music school. He said: 

If assured there would be no north and south runway and if the Air Force 
officials assured us that the noise from the jet airplanes taking off and landing 


at the base would not be loud enough to interfere with the normal operations of 
the music camp. 
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Then he would withdraw his.objections. 
But then another paragraph down below here says: 


According to Mr. Kenney— 
he is Mr. Ferguson's legislative assistant, | believe— 

Secretary Talbot has assured Senator Ferguson that the Air Force would cooperate 
in every way to safeguard the operation of the music camp during the period in 
which the camp is in operation, approximately from June 25 through Labor 
Day each summer. 

They would withdraw their objection. 

Of course, I don’t know how you could guarantee everything like 
that, but there is a considerable area there where it could be gotten 
a little bit further away from Traverse City, a little bit further away 
from this school. Of course, there would be no objection, 

In fact, we would like to have you there. 

I know Dr. Maddy is very sincere about this. It is a tremendously 
important project, this school. They have spent several million dol- 
lars on it, bringing about 3,000 children there every summer. A jet 
airbase there could actually ruin this school. But west of there, or 
east of the site which has been designated on the map, which is only 
4 miles from the school, there is lots and lots of land, between there 
and Cadillac, and it is all within the area where this base could be 
located. And it is cheap land. 

And Cadillac and these other cities are growing together there. 
They can sell the land for you. And still Traverse City will get the 
benefits from the camp, although a little farther away. 

Mr. Bennetr. Would you point out Cadillac? 

Mr. Suarer. Now, naturally the business people are for this in 
Traverse City. The resorters and the people who attend this school, 
or who are interested in this school, are objecting to it. 

The Cuatrman. That gives us a pretty clear picture. 

Colonel, would you mind repeating some of the information you 
have already given so as to give the members of the committee a clear 
picture? 

Colonel Moore. All right, sir. 

The Cuatrman. And the necessity for this particular location. 

Colonel Moore. I would like to go off the record on this, sir, 

The CuarrmMan. Yes; off the record. 

(Discussion off the record.) 

Mr. Vinson. In view of that, Mr. Chairman, end the attitude of 
the local community not to place it so close to the vicinity where the 
musical festival is to be held, I think it can be worked out with the 
locel community. 

But it should be continued to be classified as ‘Traverse area.” 

The CHarrMan. Yes. 

Mr. Vinson. And that means an area of around 15 or 20 miles of 
Traverse. 

General WasHnourne. That is the way the Air Force would like 
to leave it, Mr. Vinson. 

The CHarrman. Yes. 

General WasHBourNE. We are studying at least 27 sites in that 
general area. 

I would like to assure Mr. Shafer that we have not selected this site 
as to a certain tract of land. 
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The Cuarrman. Yes. That is good enough. I am sure the Air 
Force will cooperate. 

Mr. Suarer. | would like to have a little knowledge of the site 
before you make a definite decision on it. 

General Wasusourne. We would be glad to show you our studies 
as they definitely develop Mr. Shafer. 

Mr. Vinson. Mr. Chairman, it has to come before the Cunningham 
committee if they are going to acquire any land, and I am satisfied 
Mr. Cunningham will notify Mr. Shafer. 

The CuarrMan. Yes. 

Mr. Vinson. That the Department is going 

Mr. Saarer. That is all right. 

The CuarrMan. Well, that is fine. 

Without objection, Traverse City is approved. 

And without objection, we will insert in the record at this point the 
letter from Mr. Maddy addressed to the Secretary of the Air Force. 


(The letter is as foliows:) 
(Further correspondence is as follows:) 


NATIONAL Music Camp 
AFFILIATED WITH THE UNIVERSITY OF MICHIGAN 


APRIL 27, 1954. 
Hon. Paut SHAFER, 
House of Representatives, Washington, D. C. 

Dear Mr. SHarer: In accordance with the phone conversation with Mr. Johnson 
this morning, I am enclosing a copy of my letter dated April 7, 1954, to Mr. 
John M, Ferry, Special Assistant to Harold E. Talbot, Secretary of the Air Force. 
I am also enclosing a copy of a letter I sent to the Grand Rapids Press—at the 
request of the editor—for publication April 27, today. 

have marked in red the pertinent sentences which set forth the position of 
the National Music Camp. We are, of course, concerned about the possible 
threat to the operation of the Music Camp by the noise of jet planes in the imme- 
diate neighborhood. Despite assurances that sound engineers from the Air Force 
who had participated in selection of the proposed site west of Long Lake and 
4 miles from the National Music Camp, had stated that the sound of planes taking 
off and landing at the base would not be heard as far as the National Music 
Camp, I believe the Air Force officials should give assurance in writing that the 
operations of the Music Camp will not be disrupted by the operations of the base. 

I am in possession of a report entitled ‘Basic Facts About Noise as Related to 
Aviation,”’ by Adone C, Pietrasanta and Richard H. Bolt, for presentation at the 
Society of Automotive Engineers Aeronautical Meeting at New York, April 
12-15, 1954, which represents about the last work in research in this field. This 
paper, consisting of 14 pages of text and 6 pages of graphs, gives the final conclu- 
sion that there is not enough known yet to predict for sure the effects of sound 
from planes at various distances and under varying weather conditions. The 
men who wrote this paper have worked extensively for the Air Force and jet 
engine noise, and probably know more about it than any other group in the coun- 
try. I obtained it from an engineer who is in charge of jet-engine production 
for a large automotive firm. 

The only concern of the National Music Camp is for survival and normal opera- 
tion of the institution. This is the only position I have ever taken, and one which 
I will continue to embrace to the limit of my ability. 

Sincerely, 
JoserH E. Mappy, President. 


(Sent to the Grand Rapids Press for publication, April 27, 1954) 


To the People of Northwest Michigan: 

The advocates of the proposed Air Force Jet Plane Base 4 miles from Inter- 
lochen fail to consider several vitally important matters. 

1. The noise made by a conventional four-motor plane is a mere whisper com- 
pared to the earsplitting roar of the jetplane of today—and every month produces 
more powerful, noiser jetplanes. 


a 
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2. Air Force planes usually fly in group formations, multiplying the deafening 
roar. 

3. Location of such a base in the Interlochen district would spell the end of a 
peaceful summer resort area as well as the National Music Camp. The major 
activities of the National Music Camp—bands, orchestras, choruses, concerts, 
religious services, oratorios, operas, plays, broadcasts, recordings, and television 
programs—could not endure with roaring jeptlanes overhead. 

4, The peace-loving summer residents of the area would be forced to sell out 
and move to more tranquil regions. 

5. The lush payroll, which local merchants eye with anticipation, would not 
begin to compensate for the loss of income from enterprises and summer resident 
eye upon which the prosperity of the region was built. 

f e jetplane base is needed in the Grand Traverse region for national defense, 
the people of Michigan should gladly cooperate in the selection of the proper site. 
Logically, the base should be located reasonably near to schools, churches, and 
markets, but far enough away so the noise of the planes will not destroy the peace 
of the community. The Traverse City merchants who urge the location of the 
proposed base 4 miles from the Interlochen do not want the noise of the base 
themselves, but do not care how much it affects the other fellow so long as they 
can prosper from it. 

The site near Interlochen is about 12 miles southwest of Traverse City—far 
enough away so the noise will not disturb the residents of the city—but in the 
midst of a region where several thousand people live in summer and where the 
National Music Camp and other camps are located. The summer residents are 
scattered throughout the country in winter and are therefore unable to present 
organized resistance to the destruction of their property values and summer home 
attractions. 

On the other side of Traverse City—equally distant— is a tract of fairly level 
high land, roughly 10 miles square, which is totally uninhabited. This land is 
unsuitable for farming, but would be ideally located for a jetplane base as it is 
readily accessible to Traverse City for the base personnel to spend their money 
and for their children to attend school. This land is practically all State owned 
and is therefore much less expensive than privately owned property near 
Interlochen. 

My plea is that, with hundreds of square miles of uninhabited land available, 
the Air Force consider every possible site before deciding upon the site which will 
do greatest damage to the region. I know I speak for all the summer camps and 
summer residents of the Interlochen area, except those who have business inter- 
ests in Traverse City. 

Nationat Music Camp, 
E. Mappy, President. 


Mr. Rivers. Mr. Chairman, I had to appear before another com- 
mittee this morning, Mrs. Church’s committee, and I wasn’t here when 
you discussed Sedalia and Myrtle Beach. As you recall, I brought it 
up at a prior meeting. 

The Cuarrman. I don’t see how we can go back to that now. 

Mr. Rivers. They are both very important bases and both are 
being built up from the ground up. They have figures now. If the 
committee would agree, gould like to get Colonel Rodenhauser to 
give you the figures. 

oy Cuarrman. The additional cost at Myrtle Beach is $449,000, I 
think. 

Mr. Vinson. Is it the intention of the Department to make it a 
permanent base? 

The CuarrMan. It is a command base. 

Mr. Rivers. It is a command base. And Mr. Chairman, for 
$449,000 we can change the whole thing from 10 to 25 years and make 
it also eligible for Wherry housing in the event that the housing is 
not available there. 

Mr. Vinson. Well, we put 1 in for Oklahoma, and we put 1 in 
- 2 pre so I think we should go ahead and put 1 in for Myrtle 

each. 
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The Cuarrman. All right. That is from 10 to 25 years. 

Without objection, that is taken care of. 

General WasHpourne. Mr. Chairman, do I understand it is to be 
classified 

The Cuarrman. Yes; classify Altus, Okla., Sedalia, Mo., and 
Myrtle Beach, 8. C., as 25-year construction. 

ot ity then, we will have to pay close attention and get on with our 
work. 

I think perhaps we should consider the southern California area 
at this time, because it is another one of these links in the radar screen 

The Navy promised to have the answer for us today. 

Mr. Smart. Not before next week, Mr. Chairman. 

Mr. Kixipay. Tuesday. 

The CHaiRMAN. Maybe we should postpone it, then. 

Mr. Smart. No decision has been reached yet, has it? 

The Cuarrman. No use wasting our time. 

Mr. Smart. No decision has been reached, Mr. Chairman. 

The CuarrmMan. No decision. 

I am sorry, colonel, we will have to wait. 

That is right, he said he would try to have the answer by next 
Tuesday. 

All right, it will save repetition to just pass it by. 

Now, Wolters Air Force Base, Tex., page 53 of the bill and 415 of 
the book. Mr. Kilday. You can tell us something about that or 
ask any questions. 

Mr. Kitpay. Mr. Chairman, I am not in anywise personally 
interested in this. It is 300 to 400 miles from my district. But for 


the Member in whose district it is located, | would like to ask General 
Washbourne a few questions. 

I believe we developed here the other day 

Mr. Duruam. What page of the book is it? 


General Washbourne. ‘That is page 415 in the book, Mr. Chairman. 

Mr. Kitpay. That the present owners of this warehouse area 
acquired the property for $22,160. 

here is no recapture clause in it 

General WasHspourne. Mr. Chairman, that is correct, with the 
exception that the present owners were not the ones that acquired it 
in dispesal action. It has been transferred to other hands. 

Mr. Kiupay. It went into private ownership. 

General WasHBOURNE. Yes. 

Mr. Kitpay. And it is now estimated that the reasonable value of 
it is $269,000. Of course, it was expressed here that that is an uncon- 
scionable situation. I just wanted to ask General Washbourne 
whether these owners are pressing—are they trying to sell it or are 
you trying to buy it from them 

General WasHrourne. | will put it this way, Mr. Chairman. 
They are trying to get a decision. We have had them on the hot seat, 
as the saying is, for about 3 years, as to whether we were going to buy 
these warehouses back from them or whether they could go ahead and 
develop their business. It is my understanding that they are willing 
to sell or they are willing to keep it. It is up to the Government to 
decide. 

Mr. Kinpay. As I understand it, they are particularly interested 
ini getting their ‘‘title quieted”’ so they know where they stand. They 

42066—54—No. 
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would probably prefer to keep it. They made a good buy and they 
are utilizing the property and they would prefer to keep it. 

If the Air Force wants it, they want them to go on and take it and 
leave them alone so they can go ahead, isn’t that the situation? 

General WasHrourne. That is the way I understand it; yes, sir. 

The CuairmMan. You can appreciate their position, all right. 

Is there anything in addition to the furniture factory or the ware- 
house, the furniture warehouse? How big an operation is that? 

General Wasnrourne. We find there are about 200 people em- 
ployed there. Our guess of 25 yesterday was very low. 

The CHarrMan. 200. 

General WasHrourRNE. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Kitpay. And would it cost somewhere around $900,000 for 
you to build elsewhere, to duplicate the facilities? 

General WasHrourne. The value of the 90,000 square feet of 
warehousing, which is the essential element here, would be $540,000. 
To that, you would have to add some roads and railroad siding and 
utilities if you built them in a new place. 

v So it would be $540,000 plus 25 percent, say, or $650,000 as a rough 
re. 
PM. Kitpay. Now, I understood that the Air Force wanted them 
out of there because of the fire hazard, is that correct? 

General WasHrnouRNE. That is a consideration. 

Mr. Kriupay. I understand that the Air Force now maintains a 
fire watch over there on this private property because of the hazard 
that it is to the base, is that right? 

General WasHrourNeE. Yes, sir; that is correct. 

Mr. Kitpay. In other words, it is a hazard. I think there is a box 
factory in there, where they make pine boxes and highly flammable 
material there. 

Then there is the question of the railroad spur into the entire base 
that comes through here, doesn’t it? 

General WasHBourNeE. That is correct. 

Mr. Kitpay. And what arrangement do you have? It is only a 
temporary arrangement, isn’t it, now, as to the easement? 

General WasHpourne. Yes, sir; that is correct. You want to add 
to that, Colonel—— 

Mr. Kitpay. I am assured that these people are not anxious to 
sell, they would rather keep, and I can understand why they would. 
They bought it for $22,000, and it is reasonably priced at $269,000. 

But they do want to know, one way or the other. Are you going to 
take or are you not going to take it, and let them go about their busi- 
ness if you are not going to take, and if you are, they want to relocate 
and get their business set up elsewhere. 

Mr. Vinson. Have you any information as to whether or not the 
warehouses were on the property when it was sold for the $22,000 or 
ten they have been built by the present owner or the former 
owner 

Mr. Kitpay. No; they were on the property. This was an old 
Texas National Guard cavalry camp at Camp Wolters, Mineral Wells. 

The Government took it over 

The Cuarrman. Now—— 


Mr. Kitpay. The Government took it over and acquired a good 
deal more land, and in the land they acquired was this 26 acres. In 
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the bill last vear, or the vear before last, there was authority given 
for the acquisition of land out there, and it was, I believe, supposed 
that this 26 acres was within the acreage you were then permitted to 
buy. But there was a deficiency in your line item of some 26 acres, 
so you did not get this property. That is why the thing has been in 
such an upset condition. 

The people out there don’t know anything about whether they can 
go ahead or whether they can’t go ahead. 

The warehouses were on it. Why it was disposed of without recap- 
ture or anything of that kind, I don’t know. 

The CuarrmMan. That is where the big mistake was made. 

Mr. Kitpay. The mistake was made. 

The CuarrMan. In declaring a lot of these bases surplus or excess. 

Mr. Kiupay. Yes. 

Colonel Ropennauser. Mr. Chairman, Colonel Price has some 
statements to make that I think will help clarify this situation, if he 
may, sir. 

The Cuarrman. Fine. 

Colonel Ropennauser. Colonel Price. 

Colonel Price. Mr. Chairman, at the time that Camp Wolters was 
declared excess, about 3,600 acres of the camp, including this 26 acres, 
was disposed of to an organization known as Camp Wolters Enter- 
prises. This particular area of 26 acres. It is estimated that the 

rorate return to the Government on that was the $22,000 figure that 

s been previously mentioned, 

This organization in turn improved this area to the extent of about 
$50,000, as near as can be determined, and in turn sold—— 

The CHarrMan. This is a Texas organization, Camp Wolters En- 
terprises. 

Colonel Price. Yes. 

Mr. Bennett. A local corporation. 

The CuarrMan. A private corporation. 

Colonel Price. A private corporation. That organization in turn 
sold the property to the present owners, of which there are three. 

The total sale price to the present owners was $142,272.55. The 
present owners in the meantime have made certain other improve- 
ments which are estimated in the order of $50,000 and the present 
value of the property as indicated by the line item in the bill is based 
on an estimate of its value today. 

Mr. Vinson. Then, Mr. Chairman, here is a statement that was 
developed by Mr. Kilday that is rather important to my way of 
thinking. The spur track from the main line, as I understand, runs 
through this property. 

Colonel Price. That is correct, sir. 

Mr. Vinson. And that puts the Government, then, in handling its 
freight, somewhat at the mercy of an easement that it has over the 
property of these people. They have invested some $50,000 of their 
own money in developing these warehouses. It will cost some 
$900,000 to duplicate these warehouses on some other place, from what 
the general said. 

General WasHpourne. I believe I would have said about $650,000, 
Mr. Vinson. , 

Mr. Vinson. Well, in view of all that fact——— 

Mr. Kunpay. The other thing was the fact that the big profit was 
not made by the present owners but was made by the original owners. 
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The CuatrmMan. That is the big item. 

Mr. Mitter. As I remember, the present values are around 
$200,000 invested there. 

Mr. Smart. That is right. 

Mr. Miuuer. Isn’t that right? 

Colonel Price. The present estimated value, disregarding costs of 
acquisition, is $264,000. 

The Cuarrman. That is not so much out of line when you consider 
the price the present owners paid for it, plus $50,000 they spent. 

That gives us a much clearer picture. 

Mr. Vinson. Well, we should approach it: Either we take it or 
leave it alone, and as far as I am concerned I am willing to go ahead, 
and acquire it because the right-of-way of the railroad is over this 
private property and that can cause you considerable trouble. 

The Cuarrman. That is right. 

Mr. Krupay. I have been asked to say to the committee that they 
don’t care whether you take it or whether you don’t take it, but do 
something. 

Mr. Vinson. That is right. Let’s do something. 

The Cuarrman, All right, without objection, we approve it. 

That is that. 

Mr. Vinson. Let the record show we approve this parcel of 26 acres. 

The CHarrMan. We promised to hold that Homestead until Tues- 


da 

1 think we have finished now all the items except—let’s be quiet 
a minute, please. 

We finished all the items except Homestead, which we will take up 
next Tuesday on Mr. Lantaff’s return, and southern California area, 
when the Navy will have a statement to make with you gentlemen. 

et, do you think of any other items here? We will start reading 
title IIT. 

Colonel Ropennauser. Yes, sir, Mr. Chairman, there is another 
item that it was requested be introduced for the committee’s considera- 
tion at this time and that is Mitchel Air Force Base on Long Island. 

The Cratrman. Oh, yes. 

Colonel Ropennavuser. A land item there, Mr. Chairman, which I 
believe vou would like to handle, Mr. Ferry. 

Mr. Ferry. If I can. 

Colonel Ropennauser. Mr. Ferry, of Secretary Douglas’ office, 
would like to discuss that, sir. 

The Cuarrman. Mitchel Air Force Base, on page 53 of the bill. 
The Air Force wishes to increase the money allotment by $475,000 
for the purpose of acquiring more land. 

Mr. Miuier. What page is that? 

The Cuairman. And if the committee is agreeable the following 
amendment would be made. Listen to this. On page 53, line 1, 
delete $254,000 and insert $729,000—— 

General WasHBourNe. It is on page 413 of the Air Force program, 
Mr. Chairman. f 

The Cuarrman. On page 53 of the bill, line 1, delete $254,000 and 
insert $729,000, and in line 3, delete $211,000 and insert $686,000. 

Now that is the amendment. Will you tell the committee, Mr. 
Ferry, the justification for this. 

Mr. Ferry. Yes, sir. The base at Mitchel Field is very closely 
hemmed in by bordering developments of industrial and residential 
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areas. The usefulness of the base would be very much imperiled if 
we were not able to extend one of our instrument runways, to extend 
the thing by a matter of about 1,200 feet. There is presently owned by 
the Meadowbrook Club, which is directly to the north and east of our 
land, some seventy-odd acres which protrude into the area of Mitchel 
Field in such a manner that should that land get away from the 
United States Government and should it be declared industrial prop- 
erty and should as we anticipate industrial properties would snap it 
up there and start erecting industrial buildings, the use of that 
northeast runway would be seriously imperiled. 

The Meadowbrook Club is in the process of dissolution. They are 
going to put this land on the market. If we do not grab it now, it 
will then become occupied and built upon and the future cost of 
acquisition will be very high indeed. 

The CuairMan. That is a very clear statement, quite convincing. 
I think we have the picture. Mitchel Field, we know, is located in 
a very thickly populated area in New York and the island is relatively 
small. And $475,000—it is get it now or never. 

Mr. Ferry. That is right. 

The Cuatrman. And have to pay much more money later on. 

Mr. Ferry. That is right. 

The CuarrmMan. Without objection, it is approved. 

Mr. Mintzer. One who served in Camp Mills in World War I, that 
is just adjacent to this, | would like to second this. 

‘he CHarrMAN. Fine. Allright. Now does that clear everything, 
General Washbourne? You have one more? 

Mr. Keuuener. San Patricio gasoline storage project, in San Juan, 
P. R., is another one you have, which would become a new section 
303. Would you like to describe that? 

The CuatrMan. That is not in the bill. 

Mr. No, sir. 

The CuarrMan. It is completely new. 

Mr. Kevueuer. Yes, sir, that is right. 

Mr. Vinson. Mr. Chairman, I would like to ask Mr. Kelleher, with 
your permission, how the figures stand now. 

Have we increased or decreased the bill as presented for the Air 
Force? 

Mr. Ke._iener. We decreased it by about $103 million, roughly, 
Mr. Vinson. 

Mr. Vinson. That is good news. 

Mr. Rivers. Mr. Chairman, you will recall—— 

The CHarrman. Mr. Rivers. 

Mr. Rivers. You will recall our discussion about access highways 
to these bases. 

The Cuarrman. Yes. 

Mr. Rivers. I don’t know whether the Air Force is prepared to 
give us the testimony or information on these bases which, or to 
which access highways will be absolutely indispensable. I just wonder 
if your are going to take it up when the Chief 

The Cuarrman.. Let’s dispose of this Puerto Rico thing and then 
we vill diseuss it. 

Mr. Rivers. All right. 

Mr. Comarow. I am Murry Comarow. 

(Deleted for security.) 

The CuarrMan. All right. 
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Mr. Comarow. This amendment would authorize the Secretary of 
the Air Force to transfer slightly over 18 acres of property to the 
Commonwealth of Puerto Rico. This tract is known as tract No. 2 
of the San Patricio storage project. 

Now tract No. 2, the 18 acres under consideration in this bill, were 
purchased in 1941 for $4,750. The property is excess to our needs 
and has been screened with the Army and the Navy and any other 
Federal agency which we thought might have some possible require- 
ment for it. 

The value of the same property is now assessed by the Corps of 
Engineers at $126,000. This is as a result of development of the land 
around this tract as a housing development. The tract is needed 
and wanted by the Commonwealth for parking and other public 
purposes. 

On the other hand, the Air Force needs Mona Island. The details 
of that project, will be discussed by Lt. Col. Milton Anderson, 
who is now in this room. 

Let us hear from Dr. Fernés at this point. 

Dr. Frrnos. It is my understanding that the 18.03 acres of land 
roposed to be conveyed to the Government of the Commonwealth of 
uerto Rico by the Department of the Air Force in exchange for a 

leasehold interest in other land is the result of conferences between the 
officials of the Air Force and the Commonwealth Government, and 
that agreement has been reached on all sides. This agreement is re- 
flected in a Memorandum of Understanding in which all the provisions 
are clearly set forth. 

The 18.03 acres of land is a small plot in the ward of Monacillo, Rio 
Piedras, known as tract No. 2 of the San Patricio gasoline storage 
project. This land was acquired in 1941 by condemnation proceed- 
ings of the Federal Government at a cost of $4,750. It was used for 
railroad tank car loadings, and since the loading station is being re- 
moved by the Air Force as of June 30, 1954, I understand that the land 
will serve no military purpose to the Federal Government. 

Iam advised, also, that this conveyance of land is in accordance with 
the President’s program and that the conveyance will be made by the 
Secretary of the Air Force by a quitclaim deed, without cost to the 
Commonwealth Government. 

As stated earlier, the Federal Government will in return be given a 
leasehold interest in other land of value to the Federal Government by 
the Commonwealth Government. 

I hope that this conveyance will meet the approval of the commit- 
tee and that it will be reported favorably as a part of the new section 
303 of the military public works bill. 

The Cuatrman. Thank you, Doctor. 

(Deleted for security.) 

Mr. Hess. Let me ask him: Where is this tract of land, the 18 
acres? 

Mr. Comarow. The 18 acres is located right near San Juan, P. R. 

Mr. Huss. Is it in the town or adjacent to the town? 

Mr. Ferry. I think I can answer that, sir. It happened I was 
down there during the war building gasoline storage. It is about 
4% miles outside of the town of San Juan, in a section to the north 
and west, and as I recall, when I was building back there, it was 
completely farmland, remote from everything. 
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Mr. Hess. Across the bay from the town? 

Mr. Ferry. Across the bay from the town. 

The CuarrMan. Mr. Bates, did you have a question? 

Mr. Bates. No. My questions have already been asked. 

The Cuarrman. Allright. Without objection, it is approved. We 
will insert that as a new section, Mr. Kelleher? 

Mr. Keuiener. Yes, sir; 303. 

The Cuairman. All right; 303. It is so ordered. 

Now you want to give us a little information on access roads? 

Colonel RopennAvusER. Yes, sir, Mr. Chairman. 

If you will recall, the committee requested the status of this project 
and also requested information as to what General Yount of the Army 
was doing in connection with it. Contact with General Yount’s 
office has developed the following information. He has prepared a 
letter to the Secretary of Defense from the Secretary of the Army, 
requesting that the Department of Defense include in this year’s 
program, the 1955 program, as a supplement some $20 million to 

nance the access road problem that is hanging fire now because the 
agency, Bureau of Public Roads, which is charged with it, is unable 
to finance those projects. 

That paper is purported to be in the hands of the Defense Depart- 
ment at this time. 

It is proposed by the Army that after this year’s program, that in 
the 1956 and future years programs, the problem of obtaining the 
money and continuing as in the past be turned back to the Depart- 
ment of Commerce. 

As to what approval cr disapproval of the Secretary of Defense to 
this proposal will be, I do not know at this time, and perhaps Mr. 
Sheridan, who is in the room here, could answer for them. I am not 
sure that he can. 

The point is this: I believe if we are going to get ahead with this 
project, that we certainly must get this money this year either in the 
public works program of the Department of Defense or through some 
special legislation to the Department of Commerce and earmarked 
for this military project. 

The CuarrMan. It certainly is foolish to build a base unless you 
can get to it. 

Colonel RopenHAvsER. That is correct, sir. 

The Cuarrman. Mr. Sheridan, could you give us a little enlighten- 
ment on this question? 

Mr. Mr. Chairman—— 

The Cuarrman. Or problem. 

Mr. SHerpan. I can’t give you too much enlightenment on it. 
As I understand it, the whole subject of access roads for the Depart- 
ment of Defense will be handled at the time that the Army is testifying, 
and General Yount will be the witness to cover that question. 

The CxHarrman. All right. I think the gentleman from South 
Carolina will hold his fire until we hear from the Army on that. 

Mr. Rivers. The gentleman will continue to take orders from his 
illustrious chairman, whom he loves so much. 

The Cuarrman. All right. Now we will read the bill for amend- 
ment. 

Mr. Durnam. Mr. Chairman, just one moment before we do that. 

The CHarrman. Yes. 
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Mr. Duruam. As you recall, I raised some question with regard to 
the item on page 430, that Hartford research facility. 

I only raise that question because of the fact this is entering an 
entirely new field by the Air Force. This is off the record. 

(Discussion off the record.) 

The Cuarrman. Now, then, Mr. Kelleher, if the members will pay 
close attention, I think we can finish this this morning, these amend- 
ments. The House is not in session today. We can run on until— 
it is 5 after 11. We ought to get out of here by 12:30 and finish the 
Air Force part of the bill this morning, with the exception of the 2 
items we will have to consider next Tuesday. 

Read, Mr. Kelleher. Page—— 

Mr. Kevuener. Page 16, line 21. And to refresh the minds of the 
committee, this is an amendment designed to remove the possibility 
that previous authorizations which are referred to as reprogramed in 
here might be in any way repealed or affected in a way that is not 
necessary. 

Mr. Kilday brought that point up when we started on title ITT. 

On page 16, line 21, change the colon to a comma and add the fol- 
lowing language: 

And the authorizations for military public works contained in this title super- 
sede to the extent they are represented by dollar amounts specified as being in- 
cluded in such prior action equivalent amounts of the authorizations for military 
public works in such prior acts, but do not otherwise affect any authorization for 
military public works in prior acts. 

Mr. Vinson. What does that mean, Mr. Kelleher? 

Mr. Ketiener. That means, Mr. Vinson, that any reference 
throughout the bill, and there are many of them, to old military public 
works acts that are being programed are affected only to the extent 
of the money amount referred to in the bill and will leave any other 
authorization which may, and frequently does, exist, as it was. 

Some of that may next year be rescinded. Some of it the depart- 
ment will need. But it will not otherwise affect it. 

Mr. Kixpay. Of course, the purpose is to avoid an implied repeal. 

Mr. Ke.uener. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Kixtpay. Of those things heretofore authorized. 

Now as a concrete example, in the public works bill of last year, I 
guess it was, we authorized at Brooks Air Force Base $8 million for 
the school of aviation medicine. Now if we should come along in this 
bill and reprogram funds at Brooks Air Force Base and say nothing 
as to other authorizations, there could be an implied repeal of the 
authorization of the school of aviation medicine. 

Mr. Kevieser. That is right. 

Mr. Kivpay. It will carry it over until next year. And then I 
think next year, when we come to rescinding authorizations, by that 
time the Department should have been in a position to pick out those 
things which they want to continue and rescind all others. 

But until that time, we should have this saving clause. 

Mr. Vinson. I move it be adopted. , 

The CHairmMan. Mr. Bennett. 

Mr. Bennett. I just want to sort of emphasize what the gentleman 
from Texas said. do hope this situation won’t be repeated next 
year, because I don’t think it is a good thing to continue this policy 
of having authorizations which no longer have any particular purpose. 

In other words, last year we had the public-works bill 
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The CuarrmMan. You rescind them. 

Mr. Bennett. We actually rescinded and I think that is a much 
better procedure. 

Ketiener. That is done at the beginning of each Congress 
aw. 
Mr. Brooks. Rescinded by law all the prior authorizations? 

Mr. Ketiener. Well, actually the law, Public Law 564, section 
508 of it, requires the Department at the beginning of each Congress 
to come up and advise the Congress what authorizations it has and 
recommend disposition with respect to them. And the effect has 
been to rescind those that can be rescinded. 

The CHarrman. That is all right. Without objection, that amend- 
ment is adopted. + 

Go on to Dow Air Force Base, page 20, line 15. 

Mr. Ketiener. Actually, sir, there wil) be one before that. Altus 
will be amended in some respect. 

The CuarrmMan. Oh, yes. 

Mr. Ketiener. But we don’t have the exact language. There 
will be an increase of $1,661,000. 

Mr. WickersHAM. $1,661,000. 

Mr. Ketiener. We don’t have the exact language at this time. 

The CuarrmMan. That is all right. It is approved. 

Mr. Ketiexer. Dow Air Force Base, page 20, line 15. Delete 
$12,070,000 and insert $16,782,000. On line 17, delete $2,088,000 
and insert $13 million. That is an adjustment to the total of the bill 
of a plus $4,712,000. 

That is airfield pavement, as I recal). 

Colone] RopENHAUvsER. That is correct. 

The Cuatrman. That is fine. I might say that Mr. Kelleher 
has worked this out carefully with the military representatives 
and he has the plus and minus in each item, but we wind up with 
minus. $103,000,000, about. 

Mr. Ketitener. About that, ves, sir. 

The Cuarrman. About that. So don’t get excited. This is a plus 
item of $4,712,000, which is needed, and without objection that 
amendment is adopted. 

All right. Sedalia Air Force Base. 

Mr. Kewieuer. Sedalia Air Force Base, page 27, line 1, delete 
$2,590,000 and insert $2,743,000. Line 2, delete $1,299,000, and insert 
$274,000. Line 3, delete $1,291,000 and insert $2,469,000. The adjust- 
ment to the total of the bill is plus $1,178,000. 

The Cuarrman. Without objection. 

Mr. Bismarck. 

The CHarrman. Yes, Bismarck. 

Mr. Ketiener. Page 28, line 25, strike Bismarck Airport, Bis- 
marck, N. Dak., and insert Bismarck-Minot area, North Dakota. 

The CuarrmMan. Without objection, that is approved. 

Mr. Ketiener. Ent Air Force Base, page 29, line 25, delete 
$406,000 and insert $324,000. Line 1, on page 30, delete $150,000 
and insert $68,000. Adjustment to total of bill is minus $82,000. 

The CuarrMan. Without objection, that is approved. 

Mr. Ke.iener. Glasgow, page 30, line 13, strike Glasgow Airport, 
Miles City, Mont., and insert Glasgow-Miles City area, Montana. 

The CuatrmMan. Without objection, the amendment is adopted. 
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Mr. Ketiener. Donaldson Air Force Base, page 39, line 6, delete 
$2,677,000, and insert $3,077,000. 

I believe the record indicates, sir, a difference in my figures and 
those of the Air Force, and I believe it was due to an error in the 
testimony. would you explain that, Colonel Rodenhauser? 

Mr. Brooxs. What page is that, Mr. Kelleher? 

Mr. Ketiener, Page 39, sir, line 6. The record indicates the 
change that I read, $3,077,000. The Air Force figure is $3,212,000. 
I believe it is through an error in the testimony given by the depart- 
ment, 

Mr. Grspons. The Air Force total, I believe, is correct, Mr. Kelleher. 
aaa you have been or are being’ furnished the information on the 
change 

Mr. Ketvener. Yes, I refer to it, Mr. Gibbons, because the 
transcript indicates my figure, not yours. 

Mr. That is correct. 

The Cuarrman. Which is three million 

Mr. Ketiener. Seventy-seven thousand, but the Air Force wishes 
$3,212,000. I believe the witness gave the wrong cost per yard for 
the concrete there, $8, instead of $8.50; is that correct? 

General Wasnpournn, The quantity of pavement involved in the 
change was not fully stated. 

Mr. Right, 

Mr. Bares. Which figure should we have here? 

The Cuarrman. That is $125,000. Quite a difference. 

Mr. Ketuener. Yes, sir. 

The CuarrmMan. We will make even a greater saving than 535. 
Add 125 to it. Wouldn’t we? Which makes it six 

Mr. Ketuiener. The Air Force figure as corrected, sir, would be 
$3,212,000 on line 6. 

Mr. Smarr. So it is plus $535,000. 

Mr. Brooks. What about 

Mr. Keuiener. On line 8, you would delete $771,000 and if the 
Air Force figures are accepted, insert $1,306,000, which would be an 
increase of $535,000 with respect to the Air Force figures, or $400,000 
with respect to the transcript figures. 

The CuarrmMan. Without objection—you work out that adjust- 
ment. 

Mr. Kevuener. All right, sir. You are accepting the Air Force 
figures? 

The Cuarrman. Yes. Take the larger one. That amendment is 
adopted. 

Go to Myrtle Beach. 

Mr. Keviener. Myrtle Beach can’t be dealt with in detail because 
we will have an amendment to make that permanent also. 

Mr. Vinson. That is right. 

The CuarrmMan. We will work that out. 

Mr. Yes, sir. 

The CuarrMAN. Page 41, lines 8 and 9. Those figures will be 
changed. 

Colonel Ropenrauser. Mr. Chairman, we have those figures on 
Myrtle Beach if } vu would care to enter them on the record now. 

he CHarrRMAN. Yes. 


Mr. Ke.tirener. Do you also have the language change? 
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Colonel Ropenuauser. Yes. 

Mr. Keuuener. All right 

The CuHairman. Fine. 

Mr. Grssons. On page 41, line 8, delete $11,408,000 and insert 
$11,817,000. On line 9, delete $3,025,000 and insert $3,434,000. 

The CHairMan. Three million, what? 

Mr. $3,434,000. 

The Cuairman. All right. Without objection, that amendment is 
adopted. 

Seymour-Johnson. 

Mr. Keuiener. Seymour-Johnson Air Force Base, page 42, line 5. 
Delete $13,504,000 and insert $13,444,000. 

Line 7, delete $6,588,000 and insert $6,528,000. Adjustment to 
total of bill of minus $60,000. 

The CHairman. Without objection, that amendment is adopted. 

Mr. Keiutener. Mather Air Force Base, page 45, line 10. Insert 
“and”’ between the word “aids” and word “land.”’ 

The Caarrman. Aids and land. 

Mr. Keuiener. Page 45, line 11, strike out ‘and medical facilities.” 

The Cuatrman. No need——— 

Mr. Keviener. Page 45, line 10, insert the word “and’’ between 
the words “‘aids”’ and ‘“and.”’ 

The CuarrmMan. Yes, But the other: Why strike out medical 
facilities? 

Mr. Ketiener. Because you will recall, sir, they had no medical 
facilities in the back-up book and didn’t intend any, but the language 
of the bill indicated they did have. 

The Cuarrman. That is right. That is a corrective amendment. 
It is adopted. 

Mr. Ketienser. Mitchell Air Force Base. On page 53, line 1, 
delete $254,000 and insert $729,000. And in line 3, delete $211,000 
and insert $686,000. That is the one just discussed. 

The Cuarrman. Yes. Without objection, that amendment is 
approved, $475,000 in addition. 

Mr. Keuuener. The next amendment, sir, will be Okinawa, if it is 
the wish of the committee to have family housing built there to the 
extent of $25 million. If it is the committee’s desire, to do that, the 
$25 million can be found entirely from old authorization and no 
increase in the bill would be involved. 

The CuarrmMan. Well, that is fine. 

Now 

Mr. Vinson. We should do that, Mr. Chairman, because 

The Cuarrman. I think we should, too. It is a little dangerous for 
us to give them a blank check and get over there at the Appropriations 
Committee and they will say, “Now, here you just handed them a 
hunk of money, $25 million, without any request from the Air Force 
itself for so many buildings.”’ 

, Mr. Kitpay. I thought we were going to agree to what they asked 
or. 

Mr. Brooks. We are actually giving them more. 

The CuatrMan. Yes. 

Mr. Brooks. That is what concerns me. 

Mr. Bennett. We should give them what they asked for. 

Mr. Brooks. I think it is a weak spot in the bill. If we give them 
something that they don’t ask for and we get on the floor and they 
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say, “Here is something they didn’t even ask for,” and you are a little 
weak there. 

The CuarrMan. Mr. Kilday. 

Mr. Kixpay. I believe the record should show the command out 
there asked for a certain amount much less than $25 million. I 
thought we had agreed that we would give in this bill what had been 
requested by the command overseas but had been rejected in its prog- 
ress through the Department. 

Mr. Keiiener. That point came up, Mr. Kilday, but I don’t 
think it was resolved either way at that time. 

The CuHatrmMan. But it can be gotten out of already authorized 

Mr. Existing authorization. 

The CuarrmMan. Existing authorization. 

Mr. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Kripay. I think you would do more toward getting them 
housing out there from the Appropriations Committee if you take some 
figure other than a round figure. 

Mr. Brooks. I agree with Mr. Kilday on it. Frankly, I am very 
much interested in the housing over there. I just don’t like to see us 
get in a mess or fight over there. I think we will stand a better chance 
of getting the housing for those men over there that need it so badly 
if we take the figure they asked for. 

The CHarrMan. $19,500,000? 

Mr. Kinpay. Well, they asked for 300 or 400 units. 

Mr. Brooks. $11 million is what they asked for. 

General WasHBourNe. The command request was for $18 million 
for Okinawa for family quarters, Mr. Chairman. 

The CHatrMANn. Well, let’s change it from $25 million to 18. 

Mr. Kitpay. It was requested, except the department, in deter- 
—s priorities, gave it a low one and we think it ought to have a 

igh one. 
he CHArrMAN. We think it ought to have a high. Let’s change 
it from 25 to 18. 

General Wasupourne. One further correction, Mr. Chairman. 
I was in error in saying all of the 18 was for Okinawa. The Guam 
base at Anderson was in for part of that amount and for Okinawa it 
was $13 million. Kadena, 900 units, and Naha 900 units. 

Mr. Vinson. Why not put it all places, total $18 million. 

General WasusBourne. That would be very agreeable, Mr. Chair- 
man. 

The Cuatrman. Good. Then you use your own discretion, judg- 
ment. Spend it where you need it most. 

General Wasnsourne. Very well, sir. 

a CuatrMan. All right, we will change from 25 to 18 million 
plus. 

Mr. Ketiener. Yes, sir, right. 

The CHatrMan. Without objection, that amendment is adopted. 

Mr. Ketiener. The next one, sir, is page 59—I am sorry, the 
next one will be section 302, the last item in title III, on page 59. 

Delete section 302 and insert in lieu thereof the following new 
section 302. You will recall, Mr. Chairman, this is where the $110 
million cut is made, by shifting it back to an old authorization. 

The CHarrman. Yes. 
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Mr. Kewiener. The new section 302 will read as follows: 


Src. 302. The Secretary of the Air Force is authorized without regard to the 
provisions of section 407 of Public Law 534, to establish or develop classified 
military installations and facilities for aircraft control and warning system by the 
acquisition of land and the construction, conversion, rehabilitation or installation 
of permanent or temporary public works which include site preparation, appurte- 
nances, utilities and equipment, in the amount of $110,325,000, which amount is 
included in the authorization in Publie Law 534. 

It should indicate the kind 

Mr. Vinson. You apply the $110 million. 

Mr. Keviener. That is right, sir. 

The CHarrMan. Without objection, that amendment is adopted. 

Mr. Ketiener. The next amendment, on page 59, add a new 
section 303, as follows: 

Sec. 303. The Secretary of the Air Force may convey by quitclaim deed to 
the Commonwealth of Puerto Rico without cost to said Commonwealth, all right, 
title and interest of the United States in and to approximately 18.3 acres of land 
located in the ward of Monacillo, Municipality of Rio Piedras, known as tract 
No. 2 of the San Patricio Gasoline Storage Project. 

The CuHarrmMan. That has just been explained to us. Without 
objection. 

(Deleted for security.) 

Mr. Vinson. Mr. Chairman, | move that the committee approve 
of the amendments and all of the sections of the Air Force. 

Mr. Kevienser. That is all, sir. 

The CuarrmMan. That is all. 

Mr. Ke.iener. Except for the adjustment we have to make in 
title V. 

The CuarrmMan. Mr. Vinson. 

Mr. Vinson. Then I move the committee approve all of the sec- 
tions of the Air Force and all of the amendments of the Air Force, 
except southern California item, and Homestead item, te be consid- 
ered later, and that Monday morning 

The Cuarrman. The question of access roads. 

Mr. Vinson. That is right. Well, that comes under the Army. 

Colonel Rodenhauser. 

The CuHairman. Yes, that comes under the army. We will approve 
all, with the exception of Homestead and Southern California. 

Mr. Vinson. Yes. 

Mr. WickrErRsHAM. Second it. 

The CuarrmMan. The motion has been made and seconded. All in 
favor,aye. The ayes have it. Without dissent, the Air Force section 
of the bill is adopted. 

I want again at this time to express to General Washbourne and to 
the colonel and all of your assistants and coworkers our appreciation 
for your patience and your indulgence. You presented, I think, a 
very good case. 

Mr. Vinson. Mr. Chairman, I have one question. This is off the 
record. (Discussion off the record.) 

The CuHarrman. Wait just a minute. This is off the record. 
(Discussion off the record.) 

Mr. Kitpay. Mr. Chairman, since we finished earlier than expected, 
may | bring up a question that I think ought to get some study? 

he CHAIRMAN. Sure. 
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Mr. Kiipay. General Washbourne, when it comes to building any 
or all of these, you will not build them, but the Corps of Engineers 
will build them? 
cae Wasnpourne. I don’t believe I followed you there, Mr. 

ay. 

Mr. Kitpay. The Corps of Engineers will do the actual construction. 

General Wasusourne. On most of them; yes, sir. 

The Bureau of Yards and Docks may do some of these bases. 
We don’t know yet which ones. 

Mr. Brooks. The Corps does about 80 percent, doesn’t it? 

General WasHpourne. That is the way it is running now. The 
Corps of Engineers is handling about 80 percent of it. 

r. Kitpay. That is, either one. 

The point I wanted to make is that they don’t do that for you for 
nothing, do they? 

General WasHpourne. Their Government costs are absorbed out 
of this Air Force portion; yes, sir. 

Mr. Kitpay. Well, it runs about 14 percent. 

General WAsHBouURNE. No, no; it is not that high. I have figures 
from General Sturgis for about January, indicating that his total 
Government costs were down, about 6.6 percent, I believe it was. 

Mr. Kiipay. Would that take into consideration all of the costs 
of plans, specification and supervision? 

General WasHrouRNE. That is right; that is what he said. 

Mr. Kiipay. So that the Corps of Engineers or the Bureau of 
Yards and Docks as the construction agent for the Air Force will be 
reimbursed out of funds appropriated for Air Force projects to what- 
ever extent they show their costs to have been. 

General WasHnourne. It amounts to that. They actually use 
our funds in carrying on their operations and charge them out against 
these jobs as the expenses occur. It is not the normal reimbursement 
procedure. They take our money and use it. 

Mr. Kitpay. That is the thing I am getting at. They take your 
money. 

General WasHBOURNE. Yes. 

Mr. Kitpay. So that included in each authorization and appro- 

riation that we make to the Air Force there is a percentage, whatever 
it may be. 

I have understood in past years it ran as high as 14 percent. You 
stated that recent figures show about 6 percent. 

General WasnrourNe. (Nods head.) 

Mr. Kivpay. But that is an indirect appropriation to the Corps 
of Engineers. It increases their activities. It is not in their budget. 
It is in the Air Force budget. But they have the charge of and 
spend and supervise the money; isn’t that correct? 

General WAsHROURNE. Yes, sir. That is correct. 

Mr. Bares. Does that include military personnel? 

Mr. Vinson. Following that line, may I ask Mr. Kilday: Isn’t 
it that the Air Force in the course of time study out’ and work out and 
provide for its own engineering establishment? 

Mr. Kiupay. It should either be approved that way or we should 
do something to see to it about the charge made on this. 

Mr. Mr. Chairman—— 
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Mr. Kixpay. I have never had any complaint from the top side of 
the Air Force or anything of that kind. But just on my own, I found 
that at one time what I regarded as being a very, very high charge 
was being assessed against the Air Force appropriation by the Corps 
of Engineers as the construction agent of the Air Force. 

That is all reflected in the Air Force budget. It is all spent and 
what not by the Corps of Engineers. We ought to know something 
about it. 

Mr. Dvurnam. Will the gentleman yield for a question? 

Mr. Kirpay. I yield the floor. 

Mr. Miter. Mr. Chairman. 

The CHarrmMan. Mr. Miller. 

Mr. Mituer. General, just how was this charge-out handled? 
Let’s take the case of John Doe who may be a minor draftsman, 
a civilian draftsman with the Corps of Engineers who works on some 
of this. How was his salary taken care of? Is it paid by a check with 
and Air Force symbol on it or is it paid by the Corps of Engineers? 
wee WasnHsourne. It is paid by the Corps of Engineers, Mr. 

iller. . 

Mr. Miter. Is that, then, reimbursed by you? 

General WasHBourNE. No. It works this way: The Corps of 
Engineers field organization is supported by three major activities— 
the Air Force Military Construction Program, the Army Military 
Construction Program, and the Civil Works Program. 

A district office is organized to carry the load at that particular 
year, without any particular organization compartmentization as to 
whether the load is Army Construction or Air Force Construction, or 
Civil Works. 

The district payroll is simply met out of the funds available at 
that district. And there is no attempt to my knowledge to designate 
this man as working for the Air Force and the next man working for 
the Army or anything like that. 

Mr. Duruam. General 

Mr. Miter. That holds true with the officers who belong to the 
Engineer Corps who work on these things? Suppose a colonel is 
spending all of his time in the Air Force supervising or in the Army 
Engineers supervising Air Force activities. Does his pay and allow- 
ances come out of the pay and allowances of the Army or is it charge- 
able back to the Air Force? 

General WAsHBouRNE. I am not too sure just how all of them are 
done. When I was in the district offices before the war, my pay 
came out of the cost of the civil works that we were engaged upon. 
It may be that all of the officers in these districts are paid from the 
civil works appropriation. I am not just too sure how they divide 
it up. 

Mr. Kewiener. I think I can answer that question. I am quite 
certain that, in the circumstances you described, it is pay of the Army 
and appropriated for that. 

The civilian employees, some part of the rent, some part of all of the 
overhead, is paid for by the Air Force. But the Army officers them- 
selves are paid by the Army and I am 95 percent sure of that. 

Mr. Miter. How about the civilians? 

Mr. Brooks. Mr. Chairman, since we got into that 

Mr. Miter. Wait a minute. I was trying to get this. 
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How about the civilians, do you know how they are paid? 

Mr. Kevuener. Yes, sir, | think I do. I think the civilians are 
paid out of Air Force funds to the extent that they participate in 
Air Force work. 

In other words, in an office with 10 men, if 3 of them are on Air Force 
work, those 3, I am quite sure, are paid out of Air Force funds. 

Mr. Miuuer, All right, 

Then it is a matter of reimbursement, because John Doe’s check, 
whom | spoke of, will bear a symbol. It is most likely from an Army 
disbursing officer. 

Mr. Army. 

Mr. Miuuer. He wouldn’t draw two checks. 

Mr. Keviener. No, sir. 

Mr. Mixxer. If he put in 60 percent of his time for Air Force work 
and 40 percent for Army, each one of them wouldn’t give him a check. 
So there is a reimbursement some place up and down the line. 

Mr. Kevvener. That is my understanding, sir. 

Mr. Miuuer. | would agree very much with Mr. Vinson they 
should have their own, because I can’t see but it is a very sloppy 
arrangement at the present time. 

Mr. Vinson. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Duruam. Mr. Chairman 

Mr. Brooks. Mr. Chairman, since we have gotten into that, I 
would like to—I have often wondered too, since the engineer situation 
is that way, what is the medical situation? 

Mr. Miuuer. Oh, no, they have their own medical service now. 

Mr. Brooks. Does the Air Force now have a complete medical 
service? 

General WasHsourNne. The Air Force has a complete medical 
service, but there is a great deal of exchanging the services of medical 
and dental officers among the Army, Navy and Air Force. 

Mr. Bennett. You have Air Force hospitals. 

General WasHBouRNE. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Brooks. Sure.- 

Mr. Mitier. Then—— 

Mr. Brooks. What do you do on an exchange there? 

General WAsHBOURNE. } think it is just a matter of detailing the 
officers to serve with the other service for a tour of duty. 

Sometimes, for instance, the Navy would have a surplus of dental 
officers that they could loan to the Air Force for 2 or 3 years, and 
maybe could be returned in some other way. That seems to be the 
way it is done now. 

Mr. Brooks. Suppose the Army has air patients, what do you do 
then? Do you charge off? 

Mr. Miuuer. Mr. Brooks, I think I could answer that. 

Mr. Brooks. I could have answered your questions, too, but I 
would rather have the general answer it. 

Mr. Barss. I think most of these questions are outside the pur- 
view of the subject of this hearing, Mr. Chairman. 

Mr. Brooks. Frankly, I supported unification and I am still 
interested. But I don’t like to see some of these men here that did 
not support unification, don’t believe in it, get in here and befoul 
the efforts that are genuinely being made to unify the armed services. 

Mr. Vinson. I didn’t support unification, Mr. Chairman. 
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Mr. Vinson. | don’t think unification is the proper way to handle 
a great many things. 

Mr. Brooks. We want to give it the best with regard to making 
it work since it is the law of the land. 

Mr. Bares. Have we any further business, Mr. Chairman? 

The CHarrman. Mr. Durham. 

Mr. Duruam. Mr. Chairman, since we got into this question, 
of course the point that worries me somewhat, all along, is the cost 
of this land acquisition. Now, you have a situation here where you 
send your Army engineers out to make the appraisal. Listen to 
this, will you—make your appraisal on the land. It doesn’t make 
any difference to them. The more the pay for that land, the more 
they get on the 6 percent fee. Now, wouldn’t that apply? 

General WasHBouRNE. No, I don’t believe so, Mr. Durham. I 
don’t believe our appraisers would operate that way. 

Mr. Duruam. They acquire the land at 6 percent, though. It is 
immaterial to them how much it cost. 

General WasHpourns. That 6 percent would not be of any in- 
terest to any appraiser, I am sure. It is just the overall cost of 
maintaining a field organization. 

Mr. Durnam. It is coming out of your funds and not coming 
out of the engineers funds. ‘That is the point | am making. 

General WasHsBovurNe. It is undoubtedly a cost that would be an 
overhead charge of the Air Force program. 

Mr. Keener. Only the salary of the appraiser would be in- 
volved. 

Mr. Duruam. I didn’t say there is anything dishonest in this, 
but it is a lot easier to use another man’s money a little more freely 
than he uses bis own. That is the position you put him in. 

The CHarrMAN. Yes. 

Yes, if you will be patient a minute, let’s accommodate our col- 
league from Florida, Mr. Bennett here, who has handed you a copy 
of the bill that the Senate has passed with 2 or 3 minor amendments, 
I think. 

Will you explain it to us, Mr. Bennett? 

Mr. Bennurv. Yes. 

(Whereupon, the committee proceeded to further business.) 

Mr. Vinson. Now, Mr. Chairman, before we adjourn 

The CHarrMan. We will accept the Senate amendment. 

Mr. Vinson. I want to say this in all seriousness. Of course, as 
originally raised, the proposition of unification, I did not look with 
favor on it. But that is water over the dam. 

Now, we have established a separate Air Force. It is the largest 
ok of our defense program as far as dollars and cents are concerned. 

e have established an air academy. Now, we have embarked upon 
a 6- or 7-billion dollar public works program. We are building air bases 
all over the world. Now, it certainly looks like to me that the Air 
Force is entitled to its own engineering establishment. And I am hop- 
ing sometime that they will look upon that with the same favor they 
looked upon the establishment of an air academy, when I began to 
talk about an air academy years and years ago after the unification 
was brought about. 
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Now, you are over here in Spain today. The Bureau of Yards and 
Docks is going over and building the air bases for you. It is no 
reflection at all on unification for the Air Force to have a separate 
organization of an engineering force any more than it is on having a 
separate air academy. 

The CuarrmMan. Well, of course, we will—— 

Mr. Brooks. Mr. Chairman—— 

The CHarrmMan. We will discuss it fully when it comes up. 

Mr. Brooks. For the record, I just talked to Mr. Vinson. 

I want to say this in reference to my position. I want it plain. 

The Cuarrman. Wait just a second. 

Mr. Brooks. I supported unification. I am still for unification, 
I think it can and it will work. I don’t like to see these men that 
don’t want it to work put monkey wrenches in the wheels of progress. 

Mr. Vinson. That doesn’t apply to me. 

Mr. Brooks. I don’t apply it to the gentleman. 

I have no personal reference to anyone. But I want to say this: I 
want to see the Air Force come up to a coequal status with every 
other branch, with both of the other branches of the national defense 
system. Until they are there, we have a job to do. Now, whether 
or not it is better to have a consolidated engineering force for all 3 
o os have 3 separate engineering forces is a matter for Congress to 

ecide. 

I was for the Academy, Mr. Chairman, in a big way, because I 
thought the Air Force was not properly represented in the agencies 
that were being schooled to take care of themselves. I am awfully 
glad that passed. 

Now, if it is time to take up the question of how to handle the 
department of engineers, well, I am ready to go into it, too, in good 
judgment and 

Mr. Vinson. I am going to introduce a bill along that line and I 
hope —off the record. 

(Discussion off the record.) 

The Cuarrman. “Gentlemen, the committee will stand adjourned 
until next Wednesday morning at 10 o’clock. 

General Wasnsourne. Mr. Chairman, may I thank the committee 
for its consideration of the Air Force construction program. 

The Caarrman. Thank you, General. 

‘Whereupon, at 11:45 a. m., the committee adjourned.) 


House or Representatives, 
CoMMITTEE ON ARMED SERVICES, 
Washington, D. C., Wednesday, May 5, 1954. 


The committee met at 10 a. m., the Honorable Dewey Short, chair- 
man of the committee, presiding. 

The CHArrman. The committee will please be in order. 

There are only two unresolved Air Force bases-in Title III to be 
considered. 

The first is Homestead Air Force Base, in the State of Florida. 

We postponed that until the Representative from that district, Mr. 
Lantaff, who was unavoidably absent last week when we were con- 
sidering the matter, could appear before us today. 
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We are very happy to have the able Representative from the Miami 
district. Mr. Lantaff, we will be pleased to hear any statement you 
have to make. I understand that you have two of your county com- 
missioners here from Dade County, Fla. We will hear them. But 
we must make it as brief as possible because we have so many items 
here to consider. 

Mr. Lantarr. I understand that, Mr. Chairman. And I appreciate 
the generosity of this committee in permitting us to appear here. 

It was my understanding that there were 2 or 3 thoughts in the mind 
of some of the members: one, about whether or not there might be any 
speculation involved in connection with the value of this land. Sec- 
ondly, as to how the original estimate might have been arrived at. 
Thirdly, as to what the actual appraised value of this property is and 
just whether or not the community still wants this airbase as they 
did a couple of years ago, and so expressed themselves both before 
this committee and to the services. 

I would like to call to speak for the county commission and the port 
authority, County Commissioner Preston bird, who is also a member 
of the port authority since the county commissioners are also on the 
port authority. 

Mr. Bird has lived in this area for years. He is familiar with the 
terrain, familiar with what county has done since the Air Force an- 
nounced the reactivation of this base. Mr. Bird. 

Mr. Birv. Thank you, Mr. Lantaff. 

The Cuarmman. I think we will have to tell those workmen to work 
on some other part of the building while we are holding these hearings. 

Mr. Bird, you may be seated, if you care to, or stand. 

Mr. Birp. Well, 1 would prefer to stand, sir. 

The Cuarrman. All right, sir. 

Preston B. Bird, County Commissioner of Dade County, Fla. 

Mr. Birp. We appeared before the Air Force Secretary, Harold 
Stewart, quite some time back, probably 2 years. At that time, I led 
a delegation up here, coming to serve particularly the interest of the 
area in the establishment of the Homestead Air Base. 

That attitude has not changed. 

In fact, plans have been made for the reception of the airbase in 
Homestead. The county commission has definite plans underway in 
order to make the plans for the county to be helpful to the establish- 
ment of the base, such as the building of roads and the recreation 
facilities. 

We have cooperated in every way possible as a county commission 
and as a county government, and also as a port authority. 

And as you gentlemen know, we have made available to the Govern- 
ment certain lands on which this base is to be constructed. 

Our position has not changed. We are ready and willing to coop- 
erate in any way that we possibly can to see the activation of the case. 

If there are any questions that any of you gentlemen would like 
to ask, I would be happy to answer them. 

Mr. Lantarr. Mr. Chairman, may I ask a couple of questions to 
bring out a couple of points? 

The Cuarman. Yes. 

Mr. Lanrarr. Mr. Bird, has the county appropriated or spent any 
money to evince their cooperative spirit and attitude since the an- 
nouncement of it was made of the reactivation of the base? 


4444 


Mr. Biro. We definitely have, Mr. Lantaff. In one instance the 
reconstruction of a road and the construction of two bridges and the 
widening of another bridge in order to make the recreation area, the 
park system, available to the men of the base. 

The development of the recreation facilities. We anticipate an- 
other bathing beach to accommodate the boys that would be housed 
on the base. And as I say, these road problems have been worked out 
and money has been appropriated to build these roads. 

Mr. Lantarr. How much money has the county appropriated for 
these access roads ? 

Mr. Birp. Well, in 1 instance, this $230,000, and the other plan- 
ning is for the development of 3 other access roads which would 
be in Moody Drive, Campbell Street, and also Mowrey Street. 

Mr. Lanrarr. How much money has the county commission appro- 
priated for the development of recreation facilities? 

Mr. Brrv. Well, our facility, Mr. Lantaff, probably today is con- 
servatively evaluated at $300,000 and it will take at least $150,000 to 
$250,000 additional in order to bring it up to its full development to 
accommodate the boys housed on the base and those that would 
come 

The Cuarrman. Let’s get this picture clear. 

Just exactly where is Homestead located ? 

Mr. Birp. Homestead is 30 miles south of Miami, sir. It is about 
9 miles west of what we call Lower Biscayne Bay. 

The CHarrmMan. How large is the acreage? 

Mr. Bro. Of which, sir? 

The Cuarrman. Of Homestead Air Force Base. 

Mr. Birp. Approximately 1,300 acres, sir. 

The Cuarrman. Who owns it? 

Mr. Bro. The Air Force at the present time, sir. 

The Cuarrman. Did they purchase it or was it donated ¢ 

Mr. Birp. It was given to the Federal Government by the Dade 
County Port Authority, sir. 

The CHamrMan. 

Mr. Brrp. The county commission. 

The When? 

Mr. Birp, About 15 months ago, I would say, or within the last 12 
months, probably. 

The CramMan. So this is a new base? 

Mr. Biro. Sir? 

The Cuarrman. It is a new base? 

Mr. Biro. Well, it is the old base. The property is what we call the 
World War II base; yes, sir. 

The Ciramman. It was a base during World War II? 

Mr. Brrp. Yes, sir. 

The Cuatrman. Who owned the land at that time? 

Mr. Brrp. The county of Dade purchased the original mess. 
mately 600 plus acres met then under—we acquired at the end of World 
War IT some additional land which brought it up to approximately 
1,300 acres, which we in turn deeded back to the Federal Govern- 
ment in its entirety. 

The Cuarrman. Did the Federal Government make any invest- 
ment originally in this land? 
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Mr. Birp. No doubt they did, sir; beyond the 640 acres that we 
— purchased and turned ov er in the acquisition of additional 

an 

The Cuarrman. What did they pay for this land, additional land, 
in World War IT? 

Mr. Brrp. I could not say, sir. 

The Carman. General Washbourne, how much did the Govern- 
ment pay for this additional land in World War II? 

General Wasneourne. I don’t believe that we have that informa- 
tion, Mr. Chairman. 

The CuarrMan. Well, we have to have it, or least I want it. 

General Wasuvourne. All right, sir, we will get it. 

The CHarmman. Now, you donated six-hundred-and-some-odd 
acres ¢ 

Mr. Bren. 600 plus acres, yes, sir. 

The Cuarrman. In the beginning of World War II? 

Mr. Birp. Yes, sir. 

The Cuarrman. Then the Government purchased how many addi- 
tional acres? 

Mr. Brro. Evidently, sir, the difference between the 600 plus and 
the 1,300 acres. 

The CHarrmMan. 1,300 acres? 

Mr. Brep. Yes, sir. 

The Cuarrman. About as many acres as were donated ? 

Mr. Brro. Yes, sir. 

The Crarrman. I would like to know how much the Government 
paid for that land at that time. 

At the end of World War II it was turned back to the county of 
Dade; was it? 

Mr. Breo. Y es, sir. 

The Cuarrman. With a recapture clause? 

Mr. Birp. Yes, sir. 

The CuarrmMan. Have there been any improvements made on the 
land, or on land surrounding Homestead since the close of World 
War IT? 

Mr. Birp. On the base, sir? 

The base, you are speaking of? 

The CuarrmMan. Yes. 

Mr. Brrp. Yes, sir. Under contract now—I see them at work there. 
1 understand there is something over $1 million of work actually 
under construction. Some of it probably 7 75 percent complete. Prob- 
ably some of it 50 and 60 percent complete. 

It is the renovation of certain buildings, construction of new build- 
ings, and the rebuilding of the railroad, which I understand is about 
complete now. 

The CHarrman. The county has turned back, though, all 1,300 acres 
to the Government ? 

Mr. Brrep. All the land; yes, sir; yes, sir. 

ishery CrarrMan. Is it proposed to enlarge the acreage at the present 
time 

Mr. Brrv. It is my understanding, sir, it will be necessary. 

om Crarrman. And how much per acre will this additional land 
cost 
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Mr. Brrp. I would rather Mr. Lummus discuss that with the com- 
mittee, sir, because he is the former tax assessor of Dade County, and 
he is connected with one of the offices, real estate office there and mem- 
ber of the American Institute of Appraisers. I think he is more qual- 
ified, sir, than I am. 

The Cuatrman. Is Homestead in the proximity or near any other 
existing military or naval base? 

Mr. Brrp. No, sir. 

The Cuamman. It is about the only place in that particular part 
of your State that could be used ? 

r. Biro. The nearest base: the Miami International Airport 
located to the west of Miami, which would be the closest installation, 
partly used by military and partly International Airport property. 
With the exception of a little dusting field which is being closed in 
Homestead, there is not near any other place. I understand the fight 
pattern is very acceptable. 

The Cuarran. But since the county has turned these 1,300 and 
some odd acres back to the Government, your county has voted these 
bonds for the construction of access highways? 

Mr. Birp. Well, it will not be bonds, sir. It will be out of current 
revenue. 

The Cramman. Current revenue? 

Mr. Brrn. Yes, sir. 

The CHarrman. But the local people, your county, is putting up 
the funds. 

Mr. Brrp. Oh, definitely, sir; yes, sir, for the construction of cer- 
tain roads. 

For instance, Allapattah Drive: reconstruction of that would be 
about $230,000, as I said, with two bridges to be constructed and one 
bridge to be widened, and then we have Campbell and Mowrey and 
Moody Drive which will be widened and rebuilt in order to meet 
the traffic needs, 

The Cuatrman. Then, did you give another figure of $300,000? 

Mr. Bren. That is in the recreation area, sir. 

The Cuarrman. The recreational area. 

Mr. Brien. Yes, sir. 

That is for the construction of another beach, what we call a perim- 
eter pool, bathing areas, cabanas, concession houses. 

The Cuareman. But the county is putting up that money. 

Mr. Brrn. Yes, sir. 

The Caamman. Which makes more than $500,000, over half a mil- 
lion dollars your county is putting up? 

Mr. Bren. I expect it will take every bit of that, sir. 

The CHarran. Good. 

Mr. Rivers. Mr. Chairman. 

The CHatrman. Mr. Rivers. 

Mr. Rivers. You are even putting in the access highways and widen- 
ing the bridges. j 

Mr. Brrv. From the main highways that would serve this base. Not. 
within the confines of the property itself, sir. 

Mr. FPrvers. I mean access to the base. 

Mr. Brrv. Yes, sir, from Miami coming down the main highway, 
Allapattah Drive, which would serve the base, and these roads running 
east from the main highway at Homestead would serve the base. 
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Mr. Rivers. Mr. Chairman, he has testified they would put all access 
highways to the base, too, 

The CHamman. Yes. 

Mr. Vinson. May I ask a question ? 

The CHarrMan. Mr. Vinson. 

Mr. Vinson. Mr. Bird, what did the county commissioners pay for 
the original 600 acres that you acquired ¢ 

Mr. Birpv. Mr. Vinson, I was at that time mayor of the city of 
Homestead. I was not on the County Commission but I was in on 
the selection of a site. 

That site, if I am not mistaken, was acquired along about 1935 or 
1936. What they paid for it, the county paid for it, at that time, 
I couldn’t say. 

Mr. Vinson. You don’t know, then, and are not able to advise the 
committee, as to what the original 600 acres cost ? 

Mr. Birp. No, sir. I am not in that position. 

Mr. Vinson. Now another question. What is the character of the 
terrain ? 

Is it mar] lands? 

Mr. Birp. That is within the boundaries of the base is what we call 
high pineland or rockland. 

Mr Vinson. Or what? 

Mr. Birr. High pineland or rockland. 

Mr. Vinson. Or rockland? 

Mr. Bro. It is almost solid rock. 

Mr. Vinson. That is all, Mr. Chairman. 

Mr. Birp. I was just relating a few minutes ago, and if you will 
bear with me just a minute: In World War LI, one of these light ships 
with two flyers in it went into a power dive and didn’t come out, west 
of Homestead. We went out there. We found airplanes and what 
there was of the remains of these two people scattered all over this area. 
But right down into the rock, there was a depression in that rock. 
I suppose that I told these people it may be 4 feet deep. It may 
have been 7 feet in diameter. You had to get a pickax to dig out 
part of the propeller and the engine out of the rock. It is solid reck. 

Mr. Vinson. Mr. Chairman, may I follow up with another 
question ? 

The Cuatmman. Yes. 

Mr. Vinson. When the committee, 2 years ago, accepted the estab- 
lishment of the base at Homestead, it was stated at that time by the 
Air Force officials that the additional acreage could be acquired for 
about $80,000. 

When they sought to acquire the additional acreage, they submitted 
to the committee that it was going to cost $656,000. 

Have you any information as to the big difference in what the 
Department submitted when we established it and what the Depart- 
ment was being forced to pay after we had acquired it? 

Mr. Birp. Mr. Vinson, I have no knowledge of how the original 
appraisal came about. Just recently, though, the Commission in 
order to be helpful agreed to have all the property within 5 miles 
of that base abstracted to prove that it had not changed hands, there 
had not been speculation. The county has offered and would furnish 
a list of members of the Institute and at your selection to pay the cost 
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of any Pea that you gentlemen might send down there in order 
to establish the value of the land to be fair and just. 

The Cuarrman. Mr. Kelleher has some figures here, I think, that 
would enlighten the committee. Would you mind interrogating the 
witness ? 

Mr. Ketiener. Yes. Mr. Bird, the principal bone of contention, 
of course, is what is going to be paid for the land that is needed to 
expand the base. 

The Cuatrrman. How much land are you going to acquire? 

Mr. Ketrener. Well, in the 1953 program, Mr. Chairman, there 
were 800 acres which are estimated at $656,000, which Mr. Vinson 
mentioned. 

In the 1954 program, 1,495 acres of both fee and easements for 
$582,000. 

And in this program, about 137 acres for $109,000, or roughly a 
total of $1,347,000. 

Now, do you consider, Mr. Bird, that that is a realistic price? Is 
it too high or not high enough ? ' 

Mr. Birp. Well, as I say, I would prefer that Mr. Lumnus, who is 
better qualified than I as an appraiser, talk about the value of the 
land. 

Mr. Ketiener. I suggest we call Mr. Lummus. 

The Cuamman. All right. 

Mr. Brrp. I can just simply say this, sir, that some of that land 
has not changed hands in 20 years. 

Mr. Ketiener. This runs, some of it, over $1,000 an acre. 

Mr. Biro. Well, you have two pieces of land in there that I ex- 
pect is worth more than $1,000 an acre: a little piece of groveland 
of lime and another of avocado. 

Mr. Vinson. That is not rockland, then. That is very fertile marl 
land that is worth $1,000 an acre? 

Mr. Birp. Mr. Vinson, these 2 pieces particularly are rockland and 
lime and avocado groves, separately. There is 1 lime and 1 avocado 

ove on the east and on the north. We are talking about high rock- 
and that is in grove. Because grove, as you know, is not planted on 
mar! land. 

Mr. Ketter. Would you ask Mr. Lumnus to come up and testify ? 

Mr. Lanstarr. Are there any other questions? 

Mr. Harpy. Might I ask Mr. Bird one question? 

The Cuarrman. Mr. Hardy. 

Mr. Harpy. I just added these figures up here on the acreage. I 
take it all of this land is either rather high producing truck farmland 
or groveland or something of that kind, isn’t that correct, Mr. Bird? 

Mr. Brrp. A lot of it, sir, is high producing agricultural land. 
Some of it is marginal. Some of it is rockpit. 

Mr. Harpy. Rockpit land ought not to have very high value. 

Mr. Biro. I understand it doesn’t. 

Mr. Harpy. Well, the thing I was getting at was this. Of course, 
I don’t know how much is of which class here. But there is a total 
of 2,600 acres of land that is involved, if I add the figures correctly, 
that Mr. Kelleher gave. That is going to take some rather high pro- 
ducing land off the tax rolls, there, wouldn’t it? 
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Mr. Brrp. Farm lands as a rule, sir, are not taxed too high for tax 
purposes, as a general rule. There is not too high a valuation placed 
on it. 

Mr. Harpy. The county then is more enthusiastic about getting the 
base there than it is concerned over losing the productivity of this 
3,600 acres of land. 

Mr. Birp. Well, there is some of it—there is not too much of it of 
the high productivity. Out to the northeast, I don’t know how 
many acres are involved. 

But in light of the fact that we have probably 40,000 acres down 
there, why, I don’t think it will seriously injure the agricultural 
program. 

Mr. Harpy. That is fine. ‘ 

Just one other short question. I believe it has been indicated that 
even this lime grove area and the truck farming area is an overlay on 
coral. Now, how deep is the soil on top of that coral ¢ 

Mr. Brrp. Well, as a rule, sir, there is two ways to plant that. You 
can either dynamite the hole to put the tree in or you can drive a hole 
in the ground with an iron stake to put the tree in. 

Mr. Harpy. So that the coral, then, is right at the top of the 
ground. 

Mr. Biro. It is right on the top of it, as I say, you just punch a hole 
in there and put a piece of dynamite in and blow a hole and plant the 
tree in. That is the way we plant these trees. Or get one of these 
heavy bulldozers with a plow on it, and we plow it about 4 or 5 times 
in order to get enough soil up there to put—where the roots can take 
hold. 

Mr. Bennertr. The wonderful climate accounts for the fact that 
it grows so well, I guess. 

Mr. Brrp. Sir? 

Mr. Bennetr. The wonderful climate accounts for the fact that it 
grows so well, I guess. 

Mr. Bren. I think that that has something to do with it, too, Mr. 
Bennett. 

Mr. Harpy. But on the kind of Jand you have just described, you 
wouldn’t be able to use it for vegetable production ? 

Mr. Birv. Well, you can use it by a lot of plowing and a lot of costly 
preparation. 

Mr. Harpy. I wouldn’t think you would want to dynamite to plant 
peppers or something like that. 

. ow" Biro. Oh, I wouldn’t think that. There would be too many 
oles. 

Mr. WicxersHaM. The gentleman from California wants to be 
heard, Mr. Chairman. 

Mr. Mrrier. In the interest of what the gentlemen just said about 
that climate and taking precedent from what has taken place in an- 
other body, I would like to raise a point of order. [Laughter. | 

Mr. Brrp. If it pleases the committee, I would prefer not to get in 
an argument with California climate. [Laughter. | 

The Cuatrman. That is fine, Mr. Bird. 

You say you can’t give the committee what the County of Dade paid 
for the 600 acres that they turned over to the Government ¢ 

Mr. Brrp. No, sir. 

The Cuarrman. In World War IT? 
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Mr. Birp. But I can say it was not a very high figure in 1935 and 
1936. 

The Carman. Colonel, did you get what the Government paid 
for the additional land they acquired in World War II? 

Colonel Price. Mr. Chairman, I will have that figure in about seven 
or eight minutes. 

The Cuamman. All right. In the meantime, we will hear from 
Mr. Lummus. 

Mr. Lumus, will you please take the chair. 

Mr. Kelleher. 

Mr. Lanrarr. I would like to present to the committee Mr. Newt 
Lummus, who was the county assessor for Dade County for a number 
of years and is now in business for himself. 

he Carman. All right. 

Mr. Lummus. Mr. Chairman, and gentlemen, the county commis- 
sioners requested our firm to make an appraisal of the 800 acres to 
be acquired as an addition to the existing air base. I didn’t know 
anything of the background of the preliminary estimate that they said 
was no and had been previously given. But 1 would like to preface 
my remarks by saying the majority of this land is of our best marl 
land. That land has been worth from $400 to $500 an acre for the 
last 10 or 12 years. 

Of course, in the last three—— 

The Cuarman. That is the actual value rather than the assessed 
value? 

Mr. Lummvs. It is overall and it is the actual value. It has no con- 
nection with assessments. 

The Cuarmman. Assessed value is far below the actual value. 

Mr. Lum™us. All over the United States you will find that that is 
true, and particularly in rural property. I happen to be a past presi- 
dent of the National Association of Assessing Officers and had been 
a part of many surveys. Now, back in 1944 and 1945 this land that 
we are talking about was assessed for $32 to $60 an acre, on the assess- 
ment rolls. It has now only been increased to $140 to $220 an acre 
on an average, depending on the depth of the soil, which in my opinion 
represents about 25 percent of the fair value of the property. 

Now, the marl land, in what is commonly known in our part of the 
county as the South Allapattah Gardens, is of the best that we have 
in south Florida. It is just ideal potato and tomato land and they 
grow many other things. Some of the land that is high rock pineland 
wouldn’t be good for hardly anything if it wasn’t for the fact that 
the community is growing so rapidly and they are coming in all the 
way down with this ranch type of home, buying these parcels and 
paying a tremendous amount of money. And naturally, for the devel- 
opment of homes the high land becomes more valuable than the low 
land because you can pay more for a home site than you can for 
farmland. 

The Cuamman. How far from the ocean is this? 

Mr. Lummus. This property is about 3 miles. It varies with the 
coast line. And as you get to the east, the land becomes low. But 
immediately east of this proposed addition you have some of the finest 
farmland as I said in south Florida. 

Now, in my opinion as of today, the land is worth and could be 
acquired at a figure I would say of $800 an acre. In other words, 800 
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acres at $800 is $640,000. Now, some of the land, the marl] land, you 
couldn’t buy. If you went down and tried to buy 100 acres at $1,000 
an acre, they wouldn’t even look at you because most of it is being used 
by men who are in the trucking business, farming business. They 
have been there for years. 

~ there hasn't been any property in this immediate area changed 
hands. 

And although there hasn’t been an inflationary turnover in con- 
templation at this base I couldn't sit here and tell you that there hasn’t 
been an inflationary trend in the whole area because as we have been 
growing to the tune of forty to sixty thousand people a year—we have 
had $200 million worth of building each year since 1945—so naturally, 
as they are spreading out away from town they are spreading to the 
north and to the south, and they are paying fabulous prices for prop- 
= 3 and 4 miles north of this property. 

ut the real inflationary trend for building purposes has not reached 
this particular area to any marked degreé at the present time. 

Mr. Ketiener. Your appraisal, Mr. Lummus, of 640,000 is consist- 
ent, then, with the engineers appraisal of $656,000, which actually 
contained some overhead expenses I would guess. 

Mr. Lum™us. It certainly is. In fact, I have talked to them since 
I have been up here. We finished going over this property Saturday 
with the commander of the airbase. We came up with the figure of 
$800 an acre, after going into the whole thing and checking one 
thing. And I have no complaint whatsoever, I can concur heartily 
in the figures they have. 

Now, where they could have gotten a figure of $100 an acre on that 
marl land—because even back in the days of the rock bottom, when 
you could buy all that pineland down there you wanted by just buying 
the tax aaitenden hundreds of thousands of acres there under certifi- 
cate, that marl land was always woth $400 or $500 an acre because 
a man could make a living off of it. 

Mr. Ketiener. Without attempting to be facetious, I have reason 
to believe that that appraisal was made down in the Pentagon and—— 

Mr. Lumaus. I wouldn’t know. 

Mr. Ketiener. Not down in Florida. 

Mr. Lummus. I wouldn’t know, sir, of course. 

Mr. Bennetr. Might it have been assessed on the rolls at $100 an 
acre at the time? 

Mr. Lummus. Yes, if they had gone in and checked the records back 
there 2 or 3 years ago or even 2 years ago—what they came up with 
was just about the assessed value before they had a reevaluation pro- 
gram that multiplied it by about three and since then it has been raised 
again. 

Mr. Bennett. I was told somewhere that that was the way in which 
they got their early appraisal, by the tax assessment. And that is 
because of the low assessment, what you are testifying to. 

Mr. Lummus. Certainly, if they went into the office of the count 
assessor or checked even the outlying acreage in our small municipal- 
ities on the fringe of Miami, they would come up with some figure of 
$100 or $120 an acre on an assessed value for much of that acreage. 

The Crarrman. Mr. Hardy. 

Mr. Harpy. Mr. Lummus, what percentage approximately of this 
800 acres is this high mar] land? 
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Mr. Lum™us. About 550 to 600 acres is the good marl land. That 
isn’t true on the base itself—— 

Mr. Harpy. All right, then. 

Then the big majority of the total of 800 acres is the mar] land? 

Mr. Lummus. That is correct. 

Mr. Harpy. Does that line stretch right where the runway would 
be put? Do you see the map there? 

Mr. Lumuvus. Yes. All the good mar! land is in this northeastern 
corner. Now, the property immediately to the north—it is a part 
of the new part to be taken; there is one avocado grove and over on 
the east, the northeast, is a very fine 5-year lime grove. 

Mr. Harpy. But the area where that main runway is to go is the 
mar] land. 

Mr. Lumus. That is correct. 

Mr. Harpy. That is the vegetable land? 

Mr. Lummus. That is correct. 

Mr. Harpy. Now, what type subsoil is under that land ? 

Mr. LumMvus. Well, it is all rock. They have from 18 inches—well, 
oe would have to check each of it, but it varies from 12 inches to 
2 feet. 

Mr. Harpy. Of topsoil. 

Mr. Lum™us. Of topsoil. Then you go into solid rock. 

on) Harpy. You go immediately from your topsoil into solid 
rock ¢ 

Mr. Lummus. Right into solid rock. 

The Cuamman. And if the gentleman will permit the Chair: As I 
recall General Washbourne brought up rather clearly and forcibly in 
his original testimony that because of this hard rock foundation the 
Government would get considerable saving in the construction of 
runways. 

Mr. Lanrarr. That is right. 

Ras Lummus. The engineer made that very clear to us down 
there. 

The Cuairman. It is much cheaper to construct runways with the 
hard foundation, which is one of the good points to bring out. 

Mr. Cunningham. 

Mr. Cunnincuam. Mr. Lummus, when were you first consulted by 
ihe Army engineers or the Air Corps engineers as to the value of this 

and? 

Mr. Lum™us. I haven’t been consulted by them. at all. 

Mr. CunntnoHam. You had nothing to do with this original evalu- 
ation of $100 an acre? 

Mr. Lummus. No, sir. 

Mr. Cunnincuam. In your original testimony, you said that the 
assessed valuation some years ago was $32 to $60 per acre. 

Mr. Lummvus. That is correct. 

Mr. Cunnrncuam. That now it is something over $100 an acre, for 
this land, and land surrounding. 

Mr. Lummus. Over $200 an acre. 

Mr. Cunnrtnouam. How is that? 

Mr. Lum™vs. Over $200—from $150 to $200 an acre. 

Mr. Cunntncuam. When was that changed? That is, when was 
poy _— valuation raised, changed from $32 to $60 and $100 
to $200 
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Mr. Lum™vus. It has been constantly raised since about 1947. 

Mr. CunntncHam. No, but the assessors did it at one particular 
time, did they not, or was it a gradual raise ¢ 

Mr. Lummus. It was a gradual raise. 

Mr. CunntneuHam. What would you say the assessed valuation was 
about a year and a half or 2 years ago. 

Mr. Lummus. Well, the assessed value. 

You mean the whole county. 

Mr. Cunnrnouam. No, this particular land. 

Mr. Lum™us. This particular land. I would say $120 to $150 an 
acre. 

Mr. Cunnrnouam. Thank you. 

Mr. Rivers. Mr. Chairman? 

The CHarmman. Mr. Rivers. 

Mr. Rivers. Now, the breakdown of the Air Force indicates that 
this is a Strategic Air Command base. Naturally, a SAC base has to 
be a very large piece of acreage. 

I didn’t know that the county of Dade had gone to such great trouble 
and expense to cooperate with the Government on this. 1 think if the 
committee is not ready to make a decision, maybe in the wisdom of 
the Chair when the group goes down to Eglin Field they could go over 
and look at some of this property. 

Because it appears this community has certainly bent over back- 
ward to do its share. If it can be justified 

The Cuatrman. I want to say this: 

I think the gentlemen this morning have clarified this situation and 
gto us a much better picture. I am glad we waited until we could 

ear from Mr. Lantaff, the representative from the district, and these 
gentlemen who he has brought here. 

Mr. Lummus. Mr. Chairman, may I make just one observation—— 

The CHarrman. Mr. Vinson. 

Mr. Vinson. You stated in answer to a question from Mr. Hardy 
that the topsoil was 18 inches to 2 feet deep and under that was rock 
and that is where the great potato crops and vegetable crops are 
grown; is that correct ? 

Mr. Lummvus. That is correct. 

Mr. Vinson. I am just wondering, as a farmer, how in the world 
you ever drain that land down there. Because you have an excessive 
amount of rain in that section and that whole area is inundated except 
in this high land and this mar! land. 

Mr. Lummus. Mr. Bird, can you tell how much money they spent on 
drainage canals and so forth. 

Mr. Vinson. How you drain all those potato fields and all those 
bean fields if you have a solid-rock foundation, with only 114 or 2 feet 
— I am a farmer myself and I would like to know. 

r. Brrv. Mr. Vinson, I will attempt to answer that. 

I tried a little farming one time, about 1935, and I waded out waist 
deep to pick my tomatoes. I got 1 box off 10 acres, and I went back 
into the automobile business. It is not very profitable. 

But if I may here, I would like to, for just a moment, say this. This 
is the military canal that you see here. In addition to that, starting 
up at the north of this property is the Goulds canal. Then we come 
down to the military canal. Then we have the Mowrey canal. We 
have the North canal. And we have the Florida City canal. And 
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below that is what is known as the east coast canal because it was 
built by the people who formerly owned the East Coast Railroad. 

These canals oe pumps in them. This military canal has pumps 
in it. You can crank up 3 of these engines up here with these pumps 
and see the water flow off the land up there 114 or 2 miles away. 

The Cuarrman. We should send some of it to the Ozarks. 

Mr. Lummus. And when we have excessive rains, Mr. Vinson, there 
is lateral canals cut and a lot of that is cut for the purpose of road 
building. And these lateral roads flow into the larger canals. And 
when you crank up these pumps, you can just see that water getting 
out of that country. And that is good valuable farmland. 

Mr. Harpy. I think Mr. Vinson’s question was directed to the mat- 
ter as to how the water gets to the canals. 

Is it all runoff, surface runoff ? 

Mr. Lummus. No. 

Mr. Harpy. Certainly it can’t go through rock, can it? 

Mr. Lummvs. I just made the statement that certain lateral canals 
are dug throughout the properties, surrounding the properties and 
through it—lateral canals about 3 feet wide, and about 6 feet deep. 
They lead into the canals, the big canals, where the pumps are. So 
when you start the pumps, you lower the water in the canal. The 
surface water flows into the laterals, and then into the big canal. 

Mr. Harpy. Then what you are saying is: That all of the drainage 
to take care of this land in order to make it agriculturally productive 
is surface drainage. 

Mr, Lummus. I would say a great deal of it. Some of it comes 
from evaporation. Some of it comes into this porous rock, it is true. 

Mr. Harpy. I have been farming a long time myself, but this is 
certainly news to me. 

Mr. Lummus. Did you ever farm in rocks, sir? 

Mr. Harpy. Not in that kind. 

Mr. Lumnvs. mag I just make one other statement ? 

The CHatrMan. Yes. 

Mr. Lumaus. If I may make one other statement. 

The Cuarrman. Yes. 

Mr. Lummvus. In 1944, gentlemen, the valuation of all property in 
Dade County for tax purposes was $544 million. The last valuation 
of Dade County’s property for tax purposes exceeded $1.5 billion. 

The Cuarrman. With all the hotels you have in Miami Beach, I 
don’t see how it keeps from sinking. 

Mr. Lummvs. Mr. Chairman, may I make just one observation, and 
take a few minutes? 

The Cuarrman. Yes. 

Mr. Lummus. I wanted to say what he just said and I wanted to 
develop definitely the idea that we haven’t just raised the property 
in the south end of the county in an official way. 

It has been a revaluation program of the entire area—acreage in 
the north being affected the same way as it has varied in value, but 
keeping it on a very low percentage. 

he Cuarrman. I think the committee is quite aware of that. 
Thank you. 

We wish to thank you, Mr. Lantaff. 

Mr. Brooxs. Mr. Chairman, may I ask one question ? 

The Cuamman. Wait just 1 minute. 
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Mr. Brooks. I came in a little late, and if it has been answered just 
check me on it. 

I asked two members of the committee and they said it hadn’t been 
answered. 

What was the value of the investment that you transferred gratui- 
tously to the United States, or was it transferred for military 
purposes ¢ 

Mr. Biro. This property: The total base, sir. 

The Cuarman. Yes. 

Six hundred acres. 

Mr. Brooks. 600 acres. 

Mr. Biro. We didn’t place any value on it, sir. We realized the 
fact that we had a very valuable piece of land there, but we felt that 
we should cooperate with the Federal Government in its effort to es- 
tablish these bases, and further than that we realized that Dade County 
would profit by the amount of money that would be spent in payrolls 
as a result of the activation of the base, and we didn’t count the dollars. 

Mr. Brooxs. You don’t know the value of the investment at the 
time 

Mr. Birp. Sir? 

Mr. Brooxs. You don’t know what value was placed on the invest- 
ment at that time? 

Mr. Birv. We didn’t have any value, except that beyond the value 
of cooperation, sir. 

We didn’t place any value on it as such. 

The Cuarmman. You gave a very frank and honest answer. 

Mr. Brrp. Yes. 

The Cuairman. I might say to the gentleman from Louisiana that 
the Air Force now has, I think, the figure on the price they paid for 
the additional land. 

Mr. Lantarr. Mr. Chairman, just before concluding. 

The Cuairrman. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Lanrtarr. I would like to introduce Mr. Grant Stockdale, who is 
now a county commissioner and was formerly an assistant to Senator 
George Smathers up here before he went broke and had to go home 
and got elected as a county commissioner. I don’t think he has any- 
thing to add, other than to corroborate the statements by the county 
commissioner. 

The Cuarrman. I just wonder how a man named Grant could get 
elected to office down there. 

Mr. Srocxpate. Mr. Chairman, that indicates my family is a fair, 
open-minded family. 

Mr. Lantarr. Thank you, Mr. Chairman. 

The Crarrman. General Washbourne, could you give up the price 
paid for the land? 

General Wasusourne. Mr. Chairman, our records show, based on 
a 1945 inventory prepared by the Corps of Engineers on bases such 
as this, that the Government bought 669 extra acres at the Homestead 
Air Force Base for which it paid 38,807 for the fee title. There were 
18 ownerships involved. 12 of them had to be condemned out. The 
unit price was $58 an acre. In addition, we paid the lease of a 
dollar a year on 661 acres and we paid an easement of $470 per year 
over an additional 70 acres. 
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Mr. Vinson. Mr. Chairman 

The Cuamman. Wait. Let’s get this clear. That is 1945? 

General Wasnrovrne. I don’t know the year. I think this was 
1942 when the acquisition was made. 

The Cuatrman. 1942. ; 

Mr. Gavriy. Where is that land on the map? Can you point that 
out to us? 

Mr. Vinson. It is green. 

Mr. Gavin. Well, just where is it? 

The Cuarrman. You purchased over 600 acres at $58 an acre? 

General WasHpourne. Yes, sir. 

The Cuarrman. And then we are going to have to pay $800 an 
acre. I know that land values have increased. That is a pretty big 
jump, from 58 to 800. 

Mr. Birp. Gentlemen, this land we are talking about is the original 
640 acres. I can’t apply it to this particular map. But I would say 
640 acres just about in this general area and the acquisition of addi- 
tional land by the Air Force in World War IT rounded out what you 
see now. But our original 640 approximately—— 

Mr. Gavin. It is in close proximity to this new acreage that you are 
going to acquire. 

Mr. Birp. Well, I would say it is right in this general area, sir 
[indicating]. 

I can’t point out on this map. 

Newt, you have a map there that will show exactly the land in the 
original acquisition. 

Mr. Rivers. Of course, in the meantime—— 

The Cuatrman. It doesn’t make so much difference where it is 
located. The fact is that the Government purchased over 600 acres 
of land at $58 an acre in 1942, and according to Mr. Bird very little 
if any of this land has changed hands since then. Now, I can’t see the 
justification for such an enormous increase in the price, a jump from 
$58 an acre— _ 

Mr. Gavin. That is the only reason I asked the question to show 
the close proximity of the land, that it was 58 and now it is up to 800. 

The Cuarman. It joins, It is an extension. 

Mr. Birn. That is right. 

Mr. Chairman, if I may distribute these maps. 

(Distributes map and aside to committee.) 

Mr. Wicxersuam. Mr. Chairman, may I ask him if this land they 
acquired in the beginning: was that improved, set out in orchards and 
vineyards? 

Mr. Birp. No, sir, it was not. 

It was in its raw state. 

Mr. Wickersiam. It might make a lot of difference. 

Mr. Birp. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Bennert. Mr. Chairman? 

The Cuamman. Mr. Bennett? 

Mr. Bennett. I would like to ask General Washbourne one question 
before we leave this general question of Homestead and that is: since 
it is pretty obvious that this land has gone up in value in the past, and 
it is pretty obvious that the land is going to go up in the future in 
value, why doesn’t the Air Force program the acquisition of all land 
in the current fiscal year that it desires to acquire? 
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Why would you wait when you know the land is going to be more 
expensive in the future and ask us to buy at a more expensive rate land 
which you now know you are going to have very soon ¢ 

General WasHsourne. Mr. Bennett, the Air Force would like to 
do that as a policy not only on this base but all the others, but we have 
an annual budget problem and introducing those capital investments 
in any given year that can wait over until a subsequent year is the 
nature of the problem that we encounter every time. 

We have proposed that we be allowed to satisfy foreseeable require- 
ments in real estate rather than piecemeal purchase year by year. 
But that has not yet been approved as a precedure. 

Mr. Bennetr. Well, 1 would like to make a motion at this point 
that we do in this particular instance provide for the land whieh the 
Air Force knows it is going to want to have in the next ensuing fuw 
years, we acquire that now, because we have been put on notice the 
land is going to go up in value, and we might as well acquire it now 
and get it over with. We know we are going to have to have it. 

Mr. Lantrarr. Mr. Chairman, Mr. Lummus has a point to make 
with reference to 41 sales, and I think that would be important. 

Mr. Lummus. Gentlemen, the one point I wanted to make was that 
in 1941-42, practically none of these canals with the connecting ditches 
had been completed and we had practically no building program for 
several years prior to that. As a result much of this rural land is 
many miles from Miami, as this property is located. You just eouldn’t 
sell them at any price. Much of it was under certificate, delinquent, 
on the tax rolls—a large percentage of it, more than half of it. There 
just wasn’t any market. 

I could easily understand in 1941 and early in 1942, during the war, 
that there wasn’t any market price for any of this rural land. 

Mr. Cunnincuam. Have any condemnation proceedings been in 
that vicinity in recent years? 

Mr. Lummvus. Not in this immediate vicinity. 

Mr. Cunninouam. If we should order condemnation of this, would 
you be on the jury? 

Mr. Lummus. No, sir: I don’t think I would. 

Mr. Cunninenam. I think we would lose if you would be. 

Mr. Vinson. Mr. Chairman, as I see this picture, Mr. Chairman, 
this proposed airfield originally started off with some 600 acres that 
was given to the Government which Dade County bought at a very 
nominal price. 

Then, the Government bought 600 acres for which it paid fifty- 
some-odd dollars an acre. Now they propose to buy 800 more acres 
adjacent to their second purchase, and now we are asked to pay 
approximately $800 an acre. 

The Cuarrman. I think we will pass this item by until we go into 
executive session. 

Thank you very much, Mr. Lantaff. 

Mr. Lantarr. Thank you, Mr. Chairman. 
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House or REPRESENTATIVES, 
CoMMITTEE ON ARMED SERVICES, 
Washington, D. C., Wednesday, May 6, 1964. 

(The committee met at 11 a. m., the Honorable Dewey Short, chair- 
man of the committee, presiding.) 

The “age mere Let’s go to southern California, Mr. Sheridan, 
isn’t it 

Mr. Suerman. That is right. 

The Cratrman. Mr. Sheridan has been working the past week to 
— to bring us additional information that I am sure will be 

e 

Mr. Suerwan. I have been working with the Navy pretty closely 
the last week or so trying to come up with an answer today, sir, to the 
problem of locating an ADC base in southern California. 

Pro has been very slow. 

We have got to the point where the Navy has stated very positively 
and I think with a great deal of authority since they are operating in 
that particular area, that at the present time the air in the southern 

rtion of California around San Diego is saturated and the Assistant 
Gouenery for Air, Mr. Smith, in the Navy, has recommended that no 
further aircraft be assigned to that particular area. 

Mr. Vinson. Good. 

Mr. SuHerman. We are now faced with the situation that if no 
further aircraft are assigned, that the construction of a new base by 
another department, the Air Force, would not solve that particular 
problem but would add to it. So we feel that the original position of 
the Secretary of Defense that the ADC mission in southern California 
be accomplished by using an existing base, and the only existing bases 
are Navy bases, as a tenant for the Air Force—we still feel that that 
is a solid recommendation and that would involve the authorization 
of $4 million by this committee. 

The next problem to be settled by the Secretary of Defense is what 
existing mission that is now being accomplished at for example naval 
air station San Diego or at Miramar or at Brown Field can be moved 
elsewhere to accommodate the aircraft that the ADC mission would 
need there. That is going to take some time, as I am sure the chair- 
man and the committee can appreciate, to work out. But I have been 
instructed by Mr. Floete, whose responsibility it is to oversee proper- 
ties and installations for the Secretary, that that is his recommenda- 
tion, which I now pass on to you, Mr. Chairman, that the southern 
California item be continued as it is in the draft as an area designa- 
tion and that the ADC facility be put on a Navy base as a tenant. 

Mr. Vinson. At $4 million? 

Mr. Suerman. Yes, sir; that is right. 

Mr. Vinson. Mr. Chairman, may I ask a question ? 

The Cuarrman. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Vinson. Now, haw many air-defense installations have you in 
California ? ; 

Colonel Moore. Sir, we have in the southern California area 
here—— 

Mr. Vinson. Let’s start up in northern California. 

I just want to know how many you have in California, and why 
you are putting one at all down in southern California. 
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Colonel Moorer. Sir, we have an Air Defense Unit at— 
Off the record. ) 
lonel Moorr. The next southern base is the unit at one at each 
of those bases. And the unit in the San Diego further south completes 
our coverage of the west coast, or that portion of the west coast. 

Mr. Vinson. Well, do you anticipate, or do you think, there is 
Peay ore oy planes coming out of Siberia getting down as far as 
San Diego 

Colonel Moore. Yes, sir; there is a likelihood. We are not building 
this base for today or for tomorrow, but we are building a base that 
is going to be protecting this area for some years hence. As was 
brought out previously, the Soviet long-range offensive capability is 
continually increasing. Some years ago they flew a ship to Cali- 
fornia from Siberia. We have every reason to believe that they will 
absolutely have a capability of striking with long-range aircraft along 
our entire west coast. 

Mr. Rivers. They unveiled a 4-engine jet in the recent months, a 
bomber. 

Mr. Vinson. Well, if there is any military necessity for it, Mr. 
Chairman, of course I am for it. I think it might be wise to just 
follow the suggestion of the Secretary, to just declare it in the area 
and only make $4 million available, and if they can’t work out some 
arrangements with the Navy to get off of some base why then they can’t 
establish it without getting $8 million more, 

Mr. Suermpan. Yes, sir; that is correct. 

The Cuarrman. I think that is very sound. And it is a vital link 
in this chain, radar chain. 

Colonel Moorg. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Mitier. Mr. Chairman 

The Cuatrman Mr. Miller? 

Mr. Miter. May I say, although it sounds as if we in California 
may have a great number of these bases, that the California coast 
encompasses an area from New York to Florida. 

The Cuarrman. That is right. 

Mr. Miuier. And the bases that he has talked about at Suisun and 
Fairfield are as far from Miramar as a base in Philadelphia would be 
from Jacksonville, Fla., about. 

The Cuairman. That is right. 

Colonel Moore. That is very close. 

Mr. Rivers. That is a fair piece. 

Mr. Mutzer. That is a fair piece. California is two-thirds of the 
west coast. 

The Cuairman. Without objection, let’s approve the item for south- 
ern California. 

Mr. Vinson. That is right. 

The Cuairman. With that understanding, “in the area.” 

Mr. Suerman. Yes, sir. 

The Cuarrman. Then you have to work out where you can use it. 

Mr. Suerman. That is right. 

Mr. Vinson. If he can’t work it out, he can’t build it for $4 million 
because it will take $12 million; is that correct? 

Mr. Suerman. That is correct. 

The Cuarman. Mr. Smart. 
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Mr. Smarr. That was the point I wanted to raise, that of Mr. Vin- 
son: If they do not—— 

The Cuatrman. Wait a minute. 

Mr. Smart. If they do not move some unit out of the way on an 
existing base, obviously $4 million is not going to construct any base. 

The Cuarrman. They will have to come back to us. 

Mr. Smart. That would mean, of course, that this air defense unit 
which they have testified here is of high importance will not be built 
for at least another year. 

Mr. Harpy. Well, we have that understood, Mr. Chairman, that 
they won’t take this $4 million to buy land and start another base 
without coming back to the committee. 

i Mr. Vinson. They can’t do it under the agreement of establishing 
ases. 

The Cuatrman. No, they couldn’t do it. That is all they asked 
for. So we are giving you what you asked for. 

Mr. Suerman,. Yes, sir. 

Ba CuamrmMan. I think everybody should be satisfied for the time 
ing. 

Mr. Rivers. California has 159,000 square miles in it. 

The Cuarman. All right. 

Mr. Wickersuam. Mr. Chairman, is a motion in order that we 
Homestead ? 

he CHatrman. Well, now, that brings us—we are in executive 
session here. 

Now, we have disposed of everything in title III for the Air Force 
except Homestead. I think that even the witnesses we have had here 
this morning can appreciate the fact that due to the apparent enor- 
mous increase in the price why this committee balked or hesitated 
to give its stamp of approval. 

It seems to me down there where land has changed hands very little, 
if any, according to Mr. Bird, now, if it is so valuable, I should think 
that a lot of it would have changed hands. And to have to pay $800 
an acre for 800 acres when the Government purchased over 600 acres 
at $58 an acre, a little over 10 or 12 years ago, is rather startling. 
1 know that land values have enormously increased down in that area 
due to the influx of population, but I just hate to see the taxpayers 

ouged. 
Mr. Vinson. Mr. Chairman, my view is this. Now, we put it in 
the bill 2 years ago when they told us we could get the additional 
acreage for $80,000. Now, we know that the values are probably 
increasing all over the country. 

But I have serious doubt in my mind whether this is a good place 
to locate a base anyhow. Because Homestead is right at the end of 
the Florida Peninsula and from there on goes the keys. I have been 
down there many times. It is valuable land, the finest farming land. 
I think they could find some other place in Florida, if they have to 
put it in Florida, more suitable from a defense standpoint than Home- 
stead. 

I don’t think it is going to hurt the Department if we just tell the 
Department to go out in Florida and see if you can’t find a more 
economical base. There are plenty of them down there. There are 
so many bases in Florida, it is almost like they were in California. 
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I don’t think we ought to go ahead here and go on record paying 
this enormous price for land when we have the record here that the 
adjacent property, bought a few years ago, only cost $58 an acre. 

We will put ourselves in a very embarrassing position. 

Mr. Suarer. If they want this airfield bad enough, they will get 
the land for us. 

Mr. Vinson. I am going to move, Mr. Chairman 

The CHarrMan. Wait just a minute. I am going to recognize Mr. 
Gavin. I would like to know how much money the Government 
actually has invested there at the present time. How much money 
have you spent ? 

Thank you very much, Mr. Sheridan. 

Mr. Sueriwan. You are welcome, sir. Thank you. 

The Cuarrman. You are very helpful and we appreciate your get- 
ting that information. 

Mr. ( Aside.) 

The Cuarrman. As of June 30, total investment in land and con- 
struction as of June 30, 1950, was $5,701,000. 

Mr. Rivers. Mr. Chairman—— 

Mr. Vinson. And we have to spend now some $30 million more to 
make it a 2-wing base. 

Mr. Bennett. Mr. Chairman, aren’t we going to condemn this base ¢ 

Mr. Brooks. Isn’t it a one-wing base? 

Colonel Ropennavser. It is a two-wing base, Mr. Brooks. 

The Cuarrman. Mr. Gavin? 

Mr. Gavin. Following Mr. Vinson’s suggestion as to whether or not 
there are any other spots that may be just as agreeable, the facts are 
that this was merely a deactivated local airport when you went into 
it in the first place. 

General Wasnpourne. Yes, sir, that is what it was. 

Mr. Gavin. You didn’t decide on it. It was practically given to 
you, is that it, or how did you get in there? 

As I recall, it was a local airport that was deactivated and nothing 
was being done about it, and you got in there. 

The Cuarrman, It was given back to them under the recapture 
clause. 

Mr. Gavin. Right. 

General Wasupourne. Mr. Gavin, there are several hundred such 
airports, 

This was considered to be one of the most suitable for that purpose. 

Mr. Brooks. Well, was it originally given to the Government 

General WasHBourNE. No, sir, not exactly. 

As has been stated here this morning, the county commission gave 
about 661 acres of the existing airport and the Government bought 669 
more to go with it. That is the airport we used during World War II. 

_ Mr. Brooxs. What was the obligation when the county commis- 
sioners gave it to you? 

General Wasneourne. I didn’t understand your question, sir. 

Mr. Brooxs. What did the Government agree to do when it received 
that gratuity from those local people? 

That always disturbs me, the matter of keeping faith with the 
local people. What was your obligation there? Did you have any 
obligation to them ? 
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General WasHnourne. When the Government bought the 669 acres 
we merely had a $1-a-year lease for the duration of the war on the 661 
ca the county owned, and they kept the ownership of it so far as 
I know. 

Mr. Brooxs. So they didn’t give it to you? 

General Wasnpourne. Not then. 

Mr. Brooxs. You just leased it for $1 a year? 

General Wasneourne. Not then. They leased it then. 

Mr. Brooks. Yes. 

General WasHBouRNE. But in 1953, I believe it was, they actually 
transferred the title to the entire airport, the 661 that they had leased 
- ae World War II, and the 669 that the Government had 

ught. 

r. CunntncHAM. General Washbourne—— 

Mr. Brooxs. Now wait. Just one moment, if I may. 

Mr. Excuse me. 

The Mr. Brooks. 

Mr. Brooks. When you took that in 1953, what was your obligation 
to those people in accepting it? They didn’t give it to you free of 
charge for no reason. There was some express or implied promise 
on your part. 

General WasHBouRNE. Well, they gave it to the Government on the 
basis of the authorization to construct a military airdrome. 

Mr. Brooxs. We had authorized the construction of a military air- 


General Wasusourne. That is right, sir. 

Mr. Brooxs. Could you use it for a one-wing base down there where 
yr tse not necessarily have all of this expansion ¢ 

neral WasnpBourne. I don’t know any reason to prevent the Air 
Force from changing the mission on one of these airports when the 
military situation requires. 

Mr. Brooks. So you could carry out your promise to those local 
people without this two-wing air base. 

General Wasnnourne. I don’t believe we have a promise that per- 
tains to this particular area, Mr. Brooks. 

Mr. Brooxs. Well, you have made sort of representation there or 
they wouldn’t have given it to you. 

eneral Wasunourne. That was the basis of the discussion. 

Congress had authorized this military airport. The general nature 
of the mission was public knowledge. 

Mr. Cunntneuam. Mr. Chairman, I would like to ask a question 
os goes to the relationship of the motion by the gentleman from 

rgia. 

The All right. 

Mr. CunntncHam. General Washbourne, in the event that motion 
of the gentleman from Georgia, Mr. Vinson, would prevail, would it 
then be necessary, upon abandoning of this, to get another airport to 
take its place somewhere else ? s 

General Wasnpourne. Yes, sir, the Air Force would still—— 

Mr. CunntncHam. You would have to have another airfield. You 
couldn’t do without any at all. 

General Wasnpournr. We would require a replacent base to accom- 
modate the mission scheduled. 
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Mr. CunnINGHAM. My next question is: you spent over $5 million 
in this case. Would you in getting the other base have to spend that 
$5 million - the other cost also, about $30 million that was antici- 
pated here 

In other words, my question is directed to this one thing: Will we 
save any money by abandoning this and going somewhere else, or will 
we lose money! Now, before answering that, may I call the atten- 
tion of the committee, members as well as yourself, to this situation 
that we had last year? 

I am referring to Carswell, Fort Worth. You will recall, General 
Washbourne, that a couple of years ago you bought around 300 acres 
there at $2,000 an acre approximately. In less than a year, you asked 
authority to buy an additional 300 at $7,000 an acre, approximately. 
That was an increase of $5,000 an acre. You will also recall at that 
time that I for one wanted to abandon the thing, go out in the sage- 
brush, and buy some cheap land and do it all over. When we got the 
figures, it would somewhere cost us a lot more to do that than to pay 
this exorbitant price for the additional 300 acres at $7,000. 

So we went into court for condemnation. Now, my question is 
directed to the motion and that very thing. If Mr. Vinson’s motion 
carries, is the Government and the Air Corps going to lose money or 
save money? Will you answer that? 

General WasHeBourne. It is very difficult to give you a — yes 
or no answer, without knowing what the substitute site would be. 

Mr. Vinson. That is right. 

General Wasueourne. Generally speaking, the investment at 
Homestead is duplicated 50 times at other airports around the country 
that may have been in the program or may be candidates to come 
into it. 

Mr. Vinson. Now, Mr. Chairman, I haven’t made any motion, but 
I was getting to that point. 

Mr. CunninGHam. I thought you did, Mr. Vinson. 

Mr. Vinson. Let me make this observation. 

Mr. Cunnincuam. Sorry. 

Mr. Vinson. Now, in the previous bill we provided $10,356,000 for 
this base when we acquired it. 

Now, of course, it provided for the acquisition of land and they 
tried to acquire the land and came before Mr. Cunningham’s subcom- 
mittee and we turned down the price. 

Now, what has brought about all this discussion now is the refusal 
of the subcommittee to buy the land. 

Now, they will still have to come before the subcommittee and have 
to get a clearance on the land; isn’t that correct ? 

eneral WasHpourneE. Yes, sir. It is my understanding that we 
have to get clearance for all of them. 

Mr. Vryson. Then the subcommittee is confronted with the same 
situation that we were last time, and the price hasn’t come down. 

The subcommittee may take the same position it previously did, 
that they would not approve the acquisition of the land. So therefore, 
you would not—you couln’t extend your runway and your facilities 
would be a what they are today. : 
Fe ang WasHBouRNE. Well, we just wouldn’t have a base, Mr. 

inson. 

Mr. Vinson. You wouldn’t have a base? 
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General WasHBourNe. That is right. 

Mr. Vinson. Now, don’t think—there is a good deal in what Mr. 
Cunningham said. We have spent $5 million there. We are going 
to have to spend $5 million somewhere else to probably get along as 
far as we are here now. It may be the sensible thing to do is just see 
what we can do on the price of the land, and hold them down to what 
should be a fair value of the land. 

So go ahead, Mr. Chairman, and instead of knocking it out—— 

The Cuairman. Of course, Mr. Bird gave a very frank and honest 
answer, I think. When they donated this land in the beginning, which 
the county acquired at a very low cost, they did it knowing that they 
would reap huge benefits because of the money that would be spent 
after the construction of the base. 

General Wasuuourne. It is quite likely if we went to another site 
where the land is of such a problem with this committee, we could 
minimize the cost of the land. It is — likely. 

The Cuarrman. I think if we hold it up temporarily they will come 
down on the price. 

Mr. Vinson. Mr. Chairman, I suggest we go ahead and approve 
it, but Mr. Cunningham’s subcommittee may hold it up not only for 
a short time—— 

The Cuarrman. No, no, no. 

Mr. Rivers. No, sir. 

The Cuarrman. Now, the subcommittee is not going to give the final 
word. The full committee has to do that. 

Mr. Rivers. That is right. 

Mr. Harpy. Yes, and I don’t think they ought to pass that buck on 
to the subcommittee. 

The Cuamman. We are not going to. 

Mr. Suarer. The leverage is with the full committee right now. 

Mr. Rivers. Mr. Chairman. 

The Cuarrman. Mr. Rivers. 

Mr. Rivers. Curtis LeMay said he needs an SAC base in Florida. 
An SAC base is a very large thing. If the committee can’t resolve it, 
certainly the subcommittee can look at it. We may be losing time be- 
cause we do have a sizable investment. These people put out a half 
million dollars on their own. It is a question of dollars and cents 
entirely. 

The Cuarrman. Yes. 

Mr. Bray. Mr. Chairman. 

The Cuarrman. Mr. Bray. 

Mr. Bray. I think the suggestion that has been made is very good. 
I think things may change inside of a year. We are not going to finish 
up all the bills for the Air Force in the next 6 months or a year anyway, 
ITamsure. They havea lot of projects they are working on. It may 
be the best location and it may not. Ifa great emergency would come 
up, this committee could act expeditiously. In the meantime, I think 
the suggestion made by the chairman and Mr. Vinson is very good. 

Mr. Harpy. May I comment on this very briefly? * 

The Cuarrman. Yes. 

That is all right. 

Mr. Harpy. I started to make a motion the other day, Mr. Chair- 
man, when you weren’t here, along the lines of handling this in the 
same manner that we are doing this California proposition—to strike 
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out the word “Homestead” and if it should be determined that this 
is the best place in Florida to put it, why, put it there. 

Mr. Bares. Mr. Chairman, 

The Cuamman. Mr. Bates. 

Mr. Bares. Mr. Chairman, this is not a new matter. The Air Force 
decided in 1950 of all the bases available in that particular area this 
was the best one, starting from that particular point. 

Now, since that time, you spent $900,000 down there; is that correct ? 

General Wasupourne. We are actually obligated to a greater sum 
than that, Mr. Bates. 

Mr. Bares, Allright. But you spent at least that much. 

General WasHsourne. At least that much. 

Mr. Bares. Now, this acquisition is $1.3 million; is that right? 

Mr. Ketiener. That is correct. 

The $1,347,000. 

Mr. Bares. That is the figure you got. So regardless of where you 
go and starting from scratch in 1940 you have to take into considera- 
tion the money that has already been spent here, the $900,000. So 
really, you are only talking about $400,000 which is the difference ? 

That is correct ? 

Now, as I understand, you save a lot of money here by runway con- 
struction; is that right? 

General Wasnueourne. Not in renovations of the structures; no, sir. 

Mr. Smarr. Runway construction. 

Mr. Bares. Runway construction. You save that money. 

General Wasueourne. In the runway construction, that is all new 
work, we will save a good deal of money over some other sites, 

Mr. Bares. Over some other site. 

And that was one of the factors involving your decision in 1950? 

General WasHsourne. To what extent I don’t know, Mr. Bates. It 
may have been, but it wasn’t a leading item. 

Mr. Bares. Not the whole thing combined. But that was one of 
the factors. So that is what you are talking about, Mr. Chairman, 
really $400,000. I don’t like to make a decision and let these people 
represent this extra amount of money, nor did I like it at some of the 
chien sites that we previously acted on. But we have been talking 
about this thing for months and it seems to me it is about time—— 

Mr. Rivers. That is right. 

Mr. Bares. We should come to a decision. 

Mr. Gavin. Well, there is $600,000 involved. Why not talk about 
it a little longer. If you reconcile yourself to pay 

Mr. Bares. Does the gentleman want me to yield? 

Mr. Gavin. Yes; Will the gentleman yield 

Mr. Bares. I will be happy. 

Mr. Gavin. If the gentleman can reconcile himself to pay $800 an 
acre for land a few years ago that was selling for $58 anacre? I think 
this matter should be given careful consideration. 

And the land that is pointed out here—both pieces are in close 
proximity to one another. 

And even if we have made an investment there, I think it ought to 
be carefully looked into to ascertain definitely the reasons why the 
value of the land has increased from $58 an acre up to $800 an acre. 
It’s a wide differential. 

Mr. WickersHam. Mr. Chairman. 
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Pe Brooxs. I have a thought that might help solve the problem 
ere. 

The Cuarrman. Mr. Wickersham addressed the Chair. 

Mr. WickersHaM. Mr. Chairman, I was just going to say there 
are several factors in this. 

It doesn’t seem like anybody is pushing to try to sell this to the 
Government. It is improved groveland pm it is undoubtedly worth a 
Jot more than the unimproved was. ‘The second is they not only have 
the expenditure but they evidently have some value, 4 or 5 million, 
in the activated base itself. And then the fact that they can save, 
because of this subfoundation. I think your 5 or 10 percent value here 
as compared with the total value; it would be better to approve it, and 
let them get started on it. 

The Cuarrman. Mr. Brooks. 

Mr. Brooks. My thought was this, Mr. Chairman: They have an 
investment here. They have some moral obligation to that community 
there. I don’t know what it is. If you abandon the base you are going 
to lose $5 million. You will lose the plans and everything. And they 
pay the penalty here that they always pay when they set up a big 
airbase and people begin to build right around it, and the land goes 
up, that is all. And through Florida, especially. 

Now, my thought is this: That we write in this bill here a provision 
that if this land can’t be purchased within a reasonable valuation in 
accordance with what the past experience has been in purchasing land, 
we require them to expropriate it and in that event we will know 
that you get a court decree as to the value of the land. 

Mr. Rivers. Mr. Chairman. 

The Crarrman. Mr. Miller. 

Mr. Mruter. General, I would like to ask General Washbourne. 
This land, General, as I understand it, has now been improved by a 
series of drainage ditches? 

Br Wasueovurne. That is a generally correct statement, Mr. 
iller. 

There are several such ditches around that area. I don’t know how 
many on this particular acreage. 

Mr. Mrrier. Would it have been necessary to put those ditches 
in to make the airbase function if they were not in the raw land? 

General Wasnpourne. Yes; yes, it would. 

Mr. Miiier. Have you any idea of what those ditches might have 
cost? I know that some raw land in the West perhaps if you haven’t 
water on it isn’t worth $5 an acre and if you can get water on it which 
may cost you $200 an acre, the land is immediately worth $800 an acre. 
Now, you have the reverse thing in Florida. When you get drainage 
in the land the value of it goes away up. Now, is that the case here, that 
this land has been improved, and because of its improvements it has 
helned to increase the value of the land ? 

General WasHsournr. Well, undoubtedly to some extent, those 
ditches have increased the value. To what extent, I just don’t know. 

Mr. Rivers. Mr. Chairman. 

Mr. Harpy. Mr. Chairman. 

The Cuatrman. Mr. Bates, I think, really had the floor. 

Mr. Bares. Yes. 

Mr. Chairman, before I was interrupted—for the first time today, if 
you will recall, Mr. Chairman, I haven’t interrupted proceedings 
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here. I would say I agree with the gentleman from Virginia, Mr. 
Hardy. We have been working on this thing for a long time. I think 
we ought to get this thing resolved. I certainly go along with the sug- 
gestions which he has made. 

Mr. Harpy. Mr. Chairman. 

The Cuarrman. Wait just a second. 

Mr. Hardy. 

Mr. Harpy. I frankly think that is probably the best thing that 
ought to be done to handle it somewhat similarly as we did in Cali- 
fornia, except for this one thing. I am willing to acquiesce on this 
homestead proposition, but there are so many confusing problems 
that have been brought into it that don’t add up in my book, and I 
don’t get the complete answer as I would like to get from the general. 

For instance, he didn’t even know they had a strip up at Blanding. 
Now, apparently, that was not considered when they were selecting 
this base at Homestead. 

Now, we get some testimony about ditches. It has been stated that 
you have solid rock 18 inches under this ground. Well, if you have 
any drainage ditches dug over that area, and I know something about 
drainage ditches in low-lying land, then you had to blast to get those 
ditches in there. And I don’t believe it. 

The Cuatrman. How much hazard or danger do these ditches 
present ? 

Mr. Harpy. That is another question that comes in there. 

The Cuarran. If you have drainage ditches, it is a poor place to 
have airplanes. 

Mr. Vinson. Mr. Chairman, another question raised: Mr. Bird said 
there is so much surplus water he had to wade out. Then you would 
pe to have drainage ditches to drain the field so you could use the 

eld. 

Mr. Harpy. We can’t—all of this, Mr. Chairman, involves a lot 
of engineering information. 

Frankly, I don’t think that General Washbourne has it. If he has, 
it certainly has been awfully hard to try to get it. 

Now, if. there have actually been test borings out there we should 
have been able to get a definite answer as to how deep is the topsoil, 
exactly what is underneath it, and what kind of rock it is. 

We haven’t been able to get that kind of information. But I am 
perfectly willing to go along with the proposition here now—follow- 
ing Mr. Cunningham’s line of thinking, it might be cheaper in the 
long run to go ahead and accept this proposition. But I am so tired 
of having to acquiesce in stuff that the Air Force comes in here half- 
cocked on and they don’t know what they are doing and honestly it is 
getting disgusting. 

The Cuareman. Mr. Rivers. 

Mr. Cunninonam. If the gentleman will yield right there, Mr. 
Bennett awhile ago made a suggestion which was one that this com- 
mittee should consider at some time, as a complete change in policy. 
They should not come up with a minimum budget requirement buy- 
ing a few hundred acres when they know they are going to have to 
buy a lot more in a few years and the price has gone up a thousand 
percent. 
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That is the crux of the whole thing. Plus the fact that in this 
instance, it wasn’t properly evaluated a couple of years ago. That is 
all there is to it. 

The Cuarrman. That is what happened at Carswell. 

Mr. Cunnineuam. That is right. 

The Cuarrman. Mr. Rivers. 

Mr. Rivers. As I said before, this is a SAC base. 

A SAC base has over 12,000-foot runways. Now, they are talking 
about solid rock here. It is not solid rock. I want General Wash- 
bourne to hear this. 

It is solid coral and coral is porous. Coral is not granite. When 
they speak of solid rock, they speak of solid coral. That stuff is 
porous. 

Now, when we got to evaluate this, we weighed it at Carswell. 
There is no more industrious subcommittee than Mr. Cunningham’s 
subcommittee. 

They testified at Carswell it cost us $2,000 more an acre. I am 
poe fie to agree with Mr. Bates. We ought to resolve this thing 

ay. 

The Cuairman. Let’s hear from General Devereux. 

Mr. Devereux. First of all, in this particular instance, have we 
any thought that the Air Force is going to change its mind about 
locating some other place? 

Mr. Vinson. No. 

The Cuairman. No. 

Mr. Devereux. I mean, after they have gone into this complete 
study and that sort of thing. And I think we ought to be practical 
about that. 

Another thought I would like to present to the committee is, Why 
does not the Air Force get an option on land that they are going to 
program in the future? 

ouldn’t that then hold down the price? 

I mean, if you could get a price today and you expect the value 
of the land to go up. 

General Wasneournr. Undoubtedly it would, General Devereux, 
but we don’t have a basis for committing the Government on an 
option where it is a problematical military requirement. It is not 
accepted until it comes before this committee. And until that hap- 
pens, you might say it is guesswork. It is a collective opinion, and 
ours is not last. 

Mr. Devereux. I thought from your testimony you indicated that 
in probably a number of these bases you would have to acquire more 
land in the future. 

General Wasupourne. I should say that is a pretty good guess; 
yes, sir. We have tried to put in this year’s program most of our 
peasing land problems. But you are familiar with the way this 

ase situation has developed the last 5 years. 

Mr. Devereux. I don’t think perhaps if we go ahead and approve 
it, with the understanding, of course, that Mr. Cunningham’s sub- 
committee might want to exert all the pressure, moral pressure that 
they can, even go to the limit of considering condemnation proceed- 
ings, although it usually costs more when you condemn land 

Mr. Rivers. That is right. 
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The Cuarrman. We have heard the pros and cons. We have gone 
into that thoroughly. I think we spent enough time on this. 

Without objection, Homestead is approved. | Laughter. 

That sounds like much ado about nothing. 

General WasHsourNe. Thank you, Mr. Chairman. 

The Cuarmman. You finally got all your projects, General. 

Mr. Harpy. Mr, Chairman, might I ask him an off-the-record 
question ¢ 

The Yes. 

Mr. Harpy. Off the record. 

(Diseussion off the record.) 

The Cuarrman. Now, members of the committee, I have to go out 
to the Sheraton and talk to the chaplains at noon, at 12 o’clock, and 
the St. Lawrence seaway bill is coming up today and tomorrow. So 
I think perhaps we should recess until 10 o’clock tomorrow morning 
to give the Army a fresh start. 

Mr. Smart. Mr. Chairman, they have one difficulty in regard to 
that. The Army has a general statement, brief, to make at the 
outset of the hearings. 

The Cuarrman. | think maybe we can 

Mr. Smarr. The witness from the Secretary level has for quite a 
long time had previous commitments which will necesssitate his leav- 
ing town tomorrow. If the committee could accommodate him and 
just take his general statement now 

The CuatrmMan. Oh, that will be fine. 

We have time. How long will it take you, Mr. Secretary. 

Secretary Ropertcx. About 5 minutes. 

The Crarrman. Oh, all right. We have plenty of time for that. 

Mr. Suarer. The Secretary is from Michigan. He will make it 
snappy. 

Secretary Ropericx. Thank you very much. I appreciate that. 

The CuatrmaNn. Take your time. It is only 11:30. So we will 
have—gentlemen, we will now take up title I of the bill, which is the 
Army section. And we are very pleased to have the Assistant Sec- 
retary of the Army to give you a general statement. I think he fur- 
nished each of you with a copy. We will let you proceed uninter- 
rupted and when you have finished your statement perhaps some of 
the members will want to ask a few questions. 

Secretary Roprrick. Mr. Chairman, I appreciate this very much, 
due to the circumstances. 

With your permission, I will read this report. 

Mr. Chairman and members of the committee, I am glad to appear 
before you today to begin the Army’s presentation of its fiscal 1955 
construction program. 

These projects have not been hastily assembled or selected at 
random. 

Rather, they represent a segment of the Army’s master plans for 
these installations. ‘The remainder of the Army’s title I projects are 
required to meet short-range or immediate en fy Two items of this 
category account for 44 percent—$112 million—of title I; the on-site 
facilities for Nike guided missile battalions, $85 million; and the pro- 
posed ammunition port at Point Aux Pins, Ala., $27 million. 
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Thus, virtually the entire program is composed of segments from 
our long-range master plans or components of current operational 
programs. f 

In selecting construction projects another important criterion was 
applied: How much, if anything, we would have to spend on the 

roject during fiscal year 1955. As you know, the Secretary of 

efense has established an Army expenditure objective for fiscal year 
1955 of $10.2 billion. We are determined to keep our expenditures 
within this figure unless, of course, circumstances beyond our control 
make this impossible. 

Within this $10.2 billion figure, we have set a military construction 
expenditure objective of $250 million, with an additional $1.4 million 
for construction in connection with the Alaska Communications 
System. Thus, we had to study most carefully the dollar expendi- 
ture impact of any new projects in the light of work already author- 
ized, and the authorization request. now before you will permit us to 
keep within the figures set for military construction expenditures. 

The authorization request for projects that, due to their nature, must 
be initiated in fiscal year 1955 totals $157.7 million. Approximately 
$107.4 million of this amount will be funded. The $50.3 million differ- 
ence between authorization and funding is made up of 2 elements: 
$20.8 million is at the Point Aux Pins ammunition terminal, for which 
wil ten requires authorization, and only $6.2 million will be 

nded. 

The remaining $29.5 million is for tactical facilities, and represents 
the difference between the $85 million we are asking you to authorize 
and $55.5 million to be financed. The largest single item in this part 
of the program will be construction of additional Nike installations. 

The remainder of the proposed title I authorization amounts to 
$96.4 million. This program will provide 41,028 permanent barracks 
spaces and 1,350 permanent bachelor officer quarters spaces in the 
continental United States. It will also enable us to make some badly 
needed changes at the United States Military Academy. We plan to 
convert the existing riding hall to an academic building, and then to 
convert the presently used academic building to cadet barracks space. 

I am sure you will want to know something about two new major 
installations included in our title I request. One is the Point Aux Pins 
ammunition terminal, to cost $27 million, and to be located on the 

lf coast south of Mobile, Ala. This installation is one of a series 
the Army plans to initiate during the next few years. Two have been 
previously authorized; one is at Wilmington, N. C., and is now under 
construction, and the other is at Kings Bay, Ga., to be started this 
summer, I am told that the requirements for these facilities were dis- 
cussed, in detail, with your committee during the last session in hear- 
ings on the bill which became Public Law 209. 

e other new installation is at the Atchison Caves storage facility, 
to cost $1.2 million, 2 miles southeast of Atchison, Kans. The acquisi- 
tion and development of this installation will give the Army approxi- 
mately 1,500,000 square feet of underground storage for machine tools 
and other Government-owned production equipment, valued at ap- 
proximately $150 million. We feel that this would be an excellent 
investment, since it provides covered, dehumidified storage for less 
than $1 per square foot. 
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The sum of $462,600 that we seek this year under title 1V for Alaska 
Communications System construction is for troop and family housing 
and operational facilities at 4 isolated stations in Alaska: Adak, 
Bethel, Cordova, and Kotzebue. 

I hope that I have been helpful in giving you a general picture of 
what the Army is requesting for fiscal year 1955, and why it is making 
this request. And now, if there are any questions, gentlemen, I wi 
be glad to answer them. If not, Gen. W. A. Carter, from the Office, 
Assistant Chief of Staff, G4, is present, and will give you a more 
detailed outline of our requirements under title I. Col. Haskell 
Cleaves, Comptroller for the Chief Signal Officer, will furnish similar 
details of our requirements for the Alaska Communications Systems 
under title IV. 

Thank you. 

The Cuarrman. Thank you very much, Mr. Secretary. 

Mr. Vinson. Mr. Chairman. 

The Cuairman. Any questions? 

Mr. Vinson. I suggest we take a recess now until 10 o’clock tomor- 
oe morning, at which time we will continue the Army portion of the 
bill. 

The Cuatrman. There is no other general statement to be made? 
You are prepared to take up the line items, are you? 

_ General Carrer. I have a short general statement, sir, which I can 
take up tomorrow or can take it up now, if you wish. 

The Cuarrman. I don’t know. 

We better finish it now. The chairman would like to advise mem- 
bers of the Secretary, the Secretary of Defense, Mr. Wilson, just 
called me and said he wanted to send up a supplemental request for 
$350 million for 25,000 units of housing. Ten percent of this amount 
will be used for modification. But the remainder of it, the bulk of it, 
will be used for new construction of housing. He would like it in- 
corporated in the bill that we are considering. I told him we had just 
finished title III for the Air Force this morning and started on title I 
for the Army. 

When we finish that, we will take up the Navy. Of course, what- 
ever portion of this is for the Air Force we will have to revert to title 
III of the bill. 

I think, however, that we should consider his request along with 
the present bill and include it. 

e wants 350 million additional for 25,000 more units. He said it 
applied to all the services. 
r. Rrvers. Who is it ? 

The CuHarrman. Secretary Wilson. 

General Carrer. There are no authorizations included in this 
request before you now which are involved in this $350 million which 
Mr. Wilson was talking about. They will be entirely added items. 

The Cuarmman. Yes. 

I figure that that will be true with the other services, also. 

General Carrer. That is correct. 

The Cuarrman. 350 million additional. I knew nothing about it. 

General Carter. This is the first we heard of the amount. 

The Cuarrman. I told him to hurry it over here. He was a little 
slow in getting it up here. 
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Of course, we gave the artment $18 million the other day, the 
committee in its wisdom, for housing on Okinawa. 

General Carrer. That was for the Air Force, and not the Army. 

The Cuarrman. Not the Army. 

Mr. Vinson. This applies $8 million in Okinawa for housing. 

General Carrer. Yes, sir. It is not all family housing. 

The CHarrMan. Mr. Hardy. 

Mr. Harpy. Mr. Chairman, while the Secretary is here, I would 
like to raise one policy question, as to which I have had some discus- 
on with General Carter. That has to do with the acquisition of these 

ike sites. 

General, I don’t know whether you have had a chance to discuss 
that with the Secretary. But I seriously think, if the policy is con- 
tinuing to keep the owners of the land in the dark until after a deci- 
sion has been made as to exactly what piece of his property you ought 
to take, it ought to be fame ae and revised quickly because I think 
you will avoid an awful lot of headaches if the owners of the property 
were taken into the confidence of the Army personnel that are trying 
to select these sites during the course of their selection procedures. 

I don’t know whether—I have had some conversation with the gen- 
eral about it. I hope he has had some discussion with the Secretary’s 
office about it. I think it ought to be changed. 

The Cuarrman. Tomorrow morning at 10 o’clock, General, we will 
hear you in your opening statement. 

General Carrer. Yes, sir. 

The CuatrrMan. Members of the committee will be given an oppor- 
tunity to question you at that time. Then we will go to the line items 
of the bill. 

General Carrer. Fine. 

The CrarrmMan. The committee stands adjourned until 10 a. m., 
tomorrow. 

(Whereupon, at 11:45 a. m., a recess was taken, the committee to 
reconvene at 10 a. m., of the following day, Thursday, May 6, 1954.) 


Hovse or Representatives, 
CoMMITTER ON ARMED SERVICES, 
Washington, D. C., Friday, May 7, 1954. 

The committee met at 10 a. m., the Honorable Dewey Short, chair- 
man of the committee, presiding. 

The Cuatrman. The committee will please be in order. 

I think perhaps before we have the general statement by General 
Carter and take up the line items, that we should discuss the problem 
of access roads leading to these airfields. That is a matter that in- 
terests very much different members of the committee, and we were 
told by the Air Force when they made their presentation that that 
would be handled by the Army. 

Now I understand that General Yount is here. 

General Carrer. I have a general statement pertaining to access 
roads, sir, and General Yount is here, who can give you any details 
about the—— 

The Cuatrman. I think perhaps, General Carter, if you will give 
us your general statement and then let General Yount make any com- 
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ment he wishes. Because I understand he will not be able to be here 
‘Monday. And because the gentleman from South Carolina is pres- 
ent, who is very much interested in these access roads, I think perhaps 
we should get it behind us. 

General Carrer. As you know, the funding request for the Bureau 
of Public Roads this year did not include any funds for access roads, 
for defense certified access roads. 

As soon as that developed, the Department of Defense began ac- 
tion to include funds for those roads which were for the Department 
of Defense. And there is included in the appropriation request 
which the Department of Defense is sending to the Bureau of the 
Budget on item of $1314 million for access road construction. 

These funds will be appropriated to the Department of Defense for 
transfers to the Bureau of Public Roads for construction of these 
access roads under the laws pertaining to that Bureau. 

Those amounts include $2,800,000 for the Department of the Army 
access roads, $3,300,000 for the Department of the Navy access roads, 
and $7,400,000 for the Department of the Air Force access roads, 

All of the money here is for road projects which have been cleared 
by the Bureau of Public Roads and either have been certified or are 
being certified as essential for the Department of Defense activities by 
General Yount. 

The CuHatrman. Will these funds be charged to the Department 
of Defense ? 

General Carrer. They will be included. 

The Carman. Rather than to the— 

General Carrer. They will be included in the Department of De- 
fense appropriation, for transfer to the Bureau of Public Roads. 

Mr. Vinson. In other words, Mr. Chairman, if I understand it, the 
Department of Defense gets the $13 million. 

Mr. Rivers. That is right. 

Mr. Vinson. And then the Department of Defense transfers that to 
each one of the three departments of the Department of Defense? 

Mr. Rivers. No, sir. 

General Carrer. No, sir. They will transfer it direct to the Bureau 
of Public Roads. 

Mr. Vinson. That is right. And the Bureau of Public Roads will 
allocate according to certain rules and regulations they have with 
reference to highway construction. 

General Carrer. That is correct, sir, and they will be allocated 
actually based on the certifications to them for the particular projects 
—— by the Department of Defense. 

r. Rivers. That is right. 

General Carrer. The situation is exactly the same as it has been, 
except for the fact that the funds—— 

Mr. Vinson. In other words, you are just merely using the De- 
partment of Defense as a vehicle to get the $13 million? 

General Carrer. That is right, sir. 

Mr. Rivers. No, that is not right. 

General Carter. That is the way I understand it, Mr. Rivers. 

The Cuarrman. Mr. Rivers. 

Mr. Rivers. No longer than 30 minutes ago I talked to Mr. du Pont, 
who is the head of the Bureau of Roads, and he explained to me, as 
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General Carter has said, with this exception: This money is appro- 
priated—authorized to the Department of Defense and Lertified to 
the Bureau of Roads and it is paid out by the Bureau of Roads by cer- 
tification of the specific project. 

General Carter. That is correct. 

Mr. Rivers. With the access highway attached thereto and certified 
by the respective department. 

General Carrer. That is correct. 

Mr. Rivers. Now, that has changed, Mr. Vinson, in this regard. 
Heretofore that money was appropriated to the Bureau of Roads and 
as Mr. Du Pont has told me, it was virtually, literally, and actually a 
grabbag, that the AEC got all of it and the Defense was left holding 
the bag after the grab had been taken out. 

And this way it is going to be done in the orderly fashion which we 
discussed. When we make this money available, every one of these 
projects that he has certified so far, making $13 million, will have their 
money assured and Mr. du Pont can’t pay it for any other project. 

General Carrer. That is correct. 

Mr. Vinson. But that doesn’t alter the situation: The Department 
of Defense is the vehicle to get the $13 million. 

General Carrer. That is correct. 

Mr. Rivers. Not entirely. 

Mr. Vinson. Absolutely correct. 

Mr. CunninGuam. Will the gentleman yield there? 

Isn’t there a provision in the road bill for money for defense 
pu s, defense highway access roads? 

Mr. Rivers. Not access. I checked that this morning, too. 

Mr. Counntncuam. There is no provision in there. 

Mr. Rivers. Not a nickel. 

Mr. Cunninouam. That is why it is to be charged to the bill. 

Mr. Rivers. And may I say Harry McGregor’s bill did not have 
access highways in it. It had defense highways. 

General Carrer. That is correct. 

Mr. Vinson. $13 million for access roads for the Department of 
Defense is not in this bill. 

General Carrer. It is not in this authorization bill, Mr. Vinson 
because the for the of this money is included 
in the existing legislation for the Bureau of Public Roads. 

Mr. Vinson. That is right. 

General Carrer. That is why it is not in this particular bill. It 
will be in the appropriation bill which is presented as a separate 
item. 

Mr. Vinson. The authority is in the public roads bill. 

General Carrer. That is right. 

Mr. Vinson. You are just merely paennaninia tee committee that you 
are asking the agaeeponien committee to make available $13 million 
for access roads 

General Carter. That is correct, sir. 

Mr. Vinson. So we need nothing in the bill? 

General Carter. No, sir. 

The Cuarrman. Mr. Kilday. 

Mr. Kizpay. Mr. Chairman, AEC couldn’t have gotten it all be- 
cause there was five million emyeee and the Air Force got $1,050,000 
of it in my district. So the Air Force got a portion of it. 
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Mr. Rivers. What you didn’t get, they got the rest of it. 
General Carrer. General Yount may have some observations on 
that, Mr. Kilday, that can tell how we have been faring under this 


plan. 

General Carrer. I think we have been doing fairly well, actually. 

Mr. Rivers. This other thing, and then I think you can get into 
that together: The $5 million was in the lump sum for the Bureau of 
Roads. Then there was a committee or commission of the various 
services, I believe, the Army, Navy, Air Force, Atomic Energy Com- 
mission, and perhaps Defense Plants Corporation, or something, and 
they decided the priority. 

ow the way you are stating it now, that will be entirely different. 
It will be earmarked for the various services. So, while you go over 
it, will you tell us just whether each service will pick its projects 
within its authorization or how it will be. 

General Carrer. General Yount can discuss that. Because these 
projects are in priority. They have been certified in that way, if I 
understand it. 

General Yount. That is right. 

General Carrer. Will you go ahead. 

General Yount. This money will be limited to use of the Depart- 
ment of Defense, Mr. Kilday, and the arrangements within the De- 
partment of Defense in establishing priorities will continue just as 
they have in the past. 

e Army, the Navy and the Air Force working together, arrive at 
a common priority, a joint priority, for the allocation of these funds 
within the Department of Defense. And it has worked out very 
successfully. 

To go back to your specific question on funds, out of the $42 million 
which has been appropriated to date for access roads under the au- 
thority of the Federal Aid Act of 1950, as amended, and 1952, the 
Atomic Energy Commission has received approximately $10 million, 
the Department of the Army has received approximately $7 million, 
Department of the Navy approximately $5 million, Department of 
the Air Force approximately $12 million and the Defense Materials 
Procurement Agency has received $8 million. 

All of those agencies are covered by the same portion of the Fed- 
eral Aid Highway Act relating to access roads. 

This $1314 million would relate solely to the Department of Defense 
and would be used to finance projects which are either certified or at 
least acted upon favorably by Bureau of Public Roads, up to date. 

Mr. Rivers. So that priorities will be determined exclusively within 
the Department of Defense? 

General Yount. That is correct. 

Mr. Rivers. On this? 

General Yount. Yes. 

Mr. Rivers. And General Carter had stated different sums allo- 
cated to three services. I take it that the allocations will be within 
that overall authorization per service. 

General Carrer. That is correct, sir. And those sums were reached 
by adding up the projects in priority within each service which have 
already been approved. 

Mr. Vinson. Then, Mr. Chairman, as I understand it, the difference 
between the proposal now and that heretofore: The Department deter- 
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mines now where the access roads are to be built, instead of the Bureau 
of Public Roads? 

General Yount. Mr. Vinson, we have always determined where the 
roads would be built. But the actual mechanics of accomplishing this 
are that the station commander reports on his highway needs for 
access roads. 

Mr. Vinson. Now, then, have you determined where this $13 million 
is going to be spent? 

reneral Yount. By departments, it is divided as follows, sir: The 
Department of the Army—these are approximate figures only and 
based upon the current agreed priorities. These are $2,800,000 for the 
Army access roads, $3,300,000 for the Navy access roads, and $7,400,- 
000 for the Air Force access roads. 

Mr. Vinson. Yes. I understand that. But I would like to know a 
little at breakdown. Has it been broken down in commands or 
areas 

General Younr. It has been broken down by specific installations, 
actually. 

Mr. Vanco. Yes. But have you information ? 

General Yount. Yes, sir; I have that available. 

Mr. Vinson. Is that available? 

Mr. Rivers. Let’s have it. 

Mr. Vinson. What I am driving at—off the record, Mr. Chairman. 

(Discussion off the record.) 

Mr. Vinson. I suggest we get this information off the record. 

The Cuareman. All right, General Yount. 

General Carrer. I might say—off the record. 

off the record.) 

neral Carrer. Would you like that list, sir? 

Mr. Yes. 

Mr. Rivers, Sure, read it off. What do you think we spend so much 
time here for. 

General Yount. Pueblo Ordnance Depot, Colorado, $421,750. 

Mr. Rivers. That is Army. 

General Yount. Camp Gordon, Ga., $475,780. 

Mr. Vinson. That is good. 

General Yount. Sierra Ordnance Depot, Calif., $159,400. 

Casad Engineering Depot, Ind., $263,200. 

Fort Hood, Tex., $153,000. 

Fort Eustis, Va., $535,000, 

Utah General ra Utah, $101,160. 

Memphis General Depot, Tenn., $42,300. 

Baton Rouge Engineer Depot, La., $33,000. 

The Atlanta General Depot, Ga., $61,000. 

Kansas Ordnance Plant, Kansas, $90,000. 

Camp Tortuguero, P. R., $17,250. 

Camp Haven, Wis., $18,700. 

_ Antiaircraft sites, Washington, $15,500. That is the State of Wash- 
ington. 

And Fort George G. Meade, Md., $365,000. 

Camp Claybanks, Mich., $45,000. 

For an actual total of $2,797,040. 

For the Navy. 

Mr. Rivers. That is just the Army? 
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General Yount. That is just the Army, yes. ° 

Mr. Harpy. Might I a a question about that, since the general 
brought in this question of antiaircraft sites? 

Do these figures include the roads into these Nike installations or 
are they taken care of somewhere else ? 

General Carrer. They are taken care of, generally speaking, in 
the Nike installation funds itself. 

Mr. Harpy. That is what I wanted to know. 

General Younr. That is right. 

Mr. Harpy. All right. 

General Yount. This particular one is for antiaircraft sites which 
have an access-road problem. 

The Cuarrman. That is all the Army ? 

General Yount. That is all the Army. 

The Cuarrman. Have you the Navy and Air Force? 

General Yount. Yes, sir; I have. 

The CHarrman. Give them to us quickly. Let’s not interrupt. 
Let’s get on. We have to make some progress. 

General Yount. Naval Air Station, Barbers Point, Hawaii, 
$225,000, 

The David Taylor Model Basin, Maryland, $15,000. 

Whidbey Island, Wash., $296,760. 

Quantico, Va., $672,000. 

Marine Corps Artillery Training Center, California, $178,000. 

And the Naval Air Station, Minneapolis, Minn., $34,650. 

Marine Corps Fording Depot, Va., $159,000. 

Camp Lejeune, N. C., $370,000. 

Pekonic River Plant, New York, $427,800. 

Naval Air Station, Kingsville, Tex., $31,500. 

Postgraduate School, California, $161,000, 

And Whidbey Island, Wash., a second project, $61,000, 

There is Indianhead Powder Factory, Maryland, $9,000. 

Naval Amphibious Base, Va., $258,000. 

The Marine Corps Cold Weather Training Camp, Calif., $134,000. 

A total of $3,032,710. 

There is an additional project at Kane, Ind., which is included in 
this. It has been reported upon favorably by the Bureau of Public 
Roads, but not yet certified. It is in the amount of $188,700. 

The Department of the Air Force projects: 

Kelly Air Force Base, Tex., $66,000. 

March Air Force Base, Calif., $662,000. 

Travis Air Force Base, Calif., $628,000. 

McClellan Air Force Base, Calif., $521,000. 

Charleston Air Force Base, 8. C., $397,000. 

Government Aircraft Plant No. 4, Texas, $390,500. 

Tinker Air Force Base, Okla., $450,000. 

Turner Air Force Base, Ga., $25,000. 

Howard Hughes and Grand Central Aircraft Co., Arizona, 
$1,105,750. 

Grandview Air Force Base, Mo., $68,500. 

Wilkins Air Force Depot, Ohio, $81,400. 

Little Rock Air Force Base, Ark., $125,000. 

Langley Air Force Base, Va., $198,050. 

Plattsburg Air Force Base, N. Y., $508,000. 
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Air Force Bulk Storage Facility Terminal, Washington, State of 
Washington, $6,800. 

Sedalia Air Force Base, Mo., $83,500. 

Smokey Hill Air Force Base, Kans., $25,600. 

And Dow Air Force Base, Bangor, Maine, $725,000. 

Total is $6,067,100. 

Those are all certified. 

In addition to that, the following projects are included and have 
been acted upon favorably by the Bureau, but as yet not certified. 

Abilene Air Force Base, Tex., $95,550. 

Kinross Air Force Base, Mich., $24,800. 

James Connolly Air Force Base, Tex., $73,500. 

Republic Aviation Corp., New York, $744,400. 

Aircraft Warning Station, Mont., $305,500. 

And a similar station, New York, $24,000. For an additional total 
of $1,267,700. 

The Crarman. That is fine a breakdown. It covers the whole 
country. 

We are to understand that it is not necessary to put anything in this 
bill before us, since you have authorization, general authorization, on 
the Bureau of Public Roads? 

General Carrer. That is correct, sir. 

The Cuarrman. And that all you have to do is to go to the Appro- 
priation Committee and get funds? 

General Carrer. That is correct. 

Mr. Kiipay. General, you have checked on that, and that is correct, 
or is the authorization which would include as much as this $13 
million 

General Yount. The present authorization for access roads, Mr. 
Kilday, is $95 million. There is of that sum only $42 million that 
has been appropriated to date. So there is a residue of authorization 
without appropriation of $53 million. 

Mr. Kinpay. But there is a bill pending, I believe—I know there 
is one in the Senate and perhaps in the House—for an additional 
authorization. 

General Yount. That is correct, sir; there was. 

Mr. Kray. There is such a bill. But there is enough authoriza- 
tion to include this $13 million ? 

General Yount. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Rivers. Mr. Chairman. 

The Cuairman. Mr. Rivers. 

Mr. Rivers. The present existing law would not make it definite 
and certain that these projects receive this money ? 

General Yount. No, sir. 

Mr. Rivers. Without an authorization by this committee. And 
whenever this money is appropriated, the Bureau of Public Roads 
would not be cdenpelied to appropriate these specific things? 


General Yount. The Bureau of Public Roads abides completely 
by the certification authorities and the disposition of these funds as 
laid down by the Department of Defense. 

Mr. Rivers. If the President of the United States were to issue an 
order to the Bureau of Roads to give $13 million to AEC, $13 million 
would go to the AEC. Without an authorization by this committee, 
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not a one of these projects—he could change every one of these 
priorities. 

General Yount. I would think not, Mr. Rivers, because the par- 
ticular method by which this money is to be appropriated limits the 
application of this 1314 million to Department of Defense approved 

rojects. 
. r. Rivers. I understand that. But if he would direct the Budget 
or the Comptroller to change those priorities, it would be done. 

Mr. Kixpay. Only within the Department of Defense. 

Mr. Rivers. In the Department of Defense. And unless we specifi- 
om do something in this committee, it could be as it was before. 

r. Vinson. Then the only way to depend upon it is name each 
one. 

Mr. Rivers. Name each one; yes, sir. 

Mr. Vinson. I think the Department of Defense will control it from 
then on and not the Bureau of Roads. 

Mr. Harpy. Mr. Chairman, actually when you get into appropria- 
tions on these things, all these specific roads will be listed in the Appro- 
priations Committee report and that will tie the thing down. 

General Carrer. That is right, sir. 

The CrHarrman. Yes. All right. 

mL ..: Rivers. I just want to be sure. I have yone through this thing 
ore. 

~ The Cuarrman. All right. 

- General Carter, J think, has a general statement. We heard at our 

last meeting from the Hon. George H. Roderick, Assistant Secretary 

of the Army. And it would now be in order, I think, to hear General 


Carter’s — statement before we take up the line items. 
a 


' General Carrer. Mr. Chairman and members of the committee, the 
Assistant Secretary of the Army the other day gave the committee a 
general description of the objectives of this proposed military con- 
struction authorization contained in title I. Before I outline the con- 
tent of this program, I would like to describe the significant actions in 
its development beginning with the issuance of instructions by the 
Office, Secretary of Defense. 

In September 1953, the Assistant Secretary of Defense for Proper- 
ties nd, Installations, Mr. Floete, who appeared before you at the 
beginning of the hearings, published to the three military departments 
criteria for preparation of public works authorization requests. 
These criteria limited the proposal to construction projects in the fol- 
lowing specified categories: 

(a) Those needed to meet urgent and firm projected operational requirements 
by the Joint Chiefs of Staff. 

' (b) Projects at installations where a significant increase in strength is pro- 
jected from the end of fiscal year 1954. 

(c) Projects essential to meet a new or revised mission at an installation, and 
projects to replace facilities destroyed by disaster or deteriorated so as to be made 
unsafe for continued use. 

Using these criteria, the Army selected from its long-range pro- 

ms and its current operational needs, construction projects qualify- 
ing under these limitations. The total cost estimate of these projects 
was $408 million and the program was submitted to the Assistant 
a of Defense (properties and installations) on December 17, 
1953. 
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At this point, the other important criterion mentioned by Mr. Rod- 
erick came to the fore. By memorandum to the Secretary of the 
Army dated December 19, 1953, the Secretary of Defense established 
the expenditure objective for the Army of $10.2 billion during fiscal 
year 1955. The portion of this objective assigned to military con- 
struction was $250 million. 

As a result of the action by the Secretary of Defense, the Assistant 
Secretary of Defense (properties and installations) suspended review 
of the public-works program submitted earlier and returned it on 
January 6, 1954, to the Department of the Army for restudy in light 
of the restricted expenditure goal. We undertook, therefore, a careful 
reexamination of the projects previously selected to see which, if any, 
could be deferred without critical results. At the same time, projects 
previously authorized but not yet started were reexamined for the 
same purpose since the target for fiscal year 1955 expenditures applies 
to both old and new projects together. The expenditure impact thus 
became an overriding consideration. 

On February 5, 1954, the Department of the Army resubmitted a 
program reduced to $158 million. That is a reduction from the 408 
which had previously been submitted. 

In mid-February 1954 the Office, Secretary of Defense, requested the 
Department of the Army to prepare a supplement to the fiscal year 
1955 public-works program to provide approximately 40,000 units of 
additional permanent barracks and BOQ housing spaces to replace 
existing substandard structures. This program was limited to the 
continental United States only and stemmed from the President’s ex- 
pressed objective, given in his message on the state of the Union, to 
os morale and living conditions of the military services. This 
policy was reiterated by the Secretary of Defense in a statement before 
the Senate Appropriations Committee on March 15, 1954. 

A supplemental barracks and BOQ program was prepared and fur- 
nished Office, Secretary of Defense totaling 41,028 barracks, 1,350 
BOQ spaces and the modification of 2 structures at West Point to 
provide improved academic and cadet barracks space. This program 
totaled approximately $96 million additional and was approved by the 
Office, Secretary of Defense, in late February 1954. 

The program now before you for authorization is outlined in detail 
in the justification books. The request totals $256,773,000 broken 
down as follows: 


Inside continuental United States_....._-_- $232, 509, 000 
Outside continental United States___.__._______-_--_-_--_----_ 24, 264, 000 


The continental United States requirements may be grouped in the 
following broad categories : 

Troop housing, $93.8 million. 

The $93.8 million item for troop housing is for the construction of 
41,750 permanent barracks spaces in the amount of $78.4 million, 2,960 
modified emergency and 80 emergency barracks spaces in the amount 
of $2.3 million and the provision of 1,910 BOQ spaces in the amount 
of $10.5 million. 

Also included is the reconversion of the present academic buildin 
at West Point to cadet space in the amount of $1.5 million and tat 
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laneous support facilities at various installations in the amount of $1.1 
million. 

Within the continental United States for operational and mainte- 
nance facilities there is included $91.3 million. This $91.3 million for 
operational and maintenance facilities includes $76.6 million for tac- 
tical facilities (less land). That, incidentally, is for the defense of 
the United States program. $2.2 million for 23 motor repair shops 
and related facilities at Fort Hood, $1.8 million for an operations 
building at the Department of the Army transmitting station, and 
$10.7 million for miscellaneous facilities at various installations. 

Waterfront facilities, $26.4 million. 

This $26.4 million is for the Point Aux Pins Ammunition Terminal 
less the land requirement. 

Traiming facilities, $8.6 million. 

This $8.6 million is for the conversion of the riding hall at West 
Point to an academic building. The academic building will be con- 
verted into barracks spaces. 

Real estate, $4.6 million. 

A majority of that $4.6 million is for the ain of 18,446 acres 
of land broken down as follows: 15,350 acres for the Point Aux Pins 
Ammunition Terminal, 106 acres for the Atchison storage facility, 150 
acres for a new water supply source for Letterkenny Ordnance Depot, 
and 2,840 acres for sites to be acquired in support of tactical facilities 
construction. 

Research and development facilities, $1.6 million. 

This $1.6 million is for three projects: A fire-control test lab at 
Aberdeen Proving Ground, a physical test lab at Redstone Arsenal, 
and a biophysics lab at the Army Chemical Center. 

Community facilities, $2 million. 

This $2 million is for troop recreational facilities at Fort Hood 
and post. exchange facilities, gymnasiums and swimming pools at 
various AFSWP installations. 

Storage facilities, $1.4 million. 

The major item included in this category is the Atchison storage 
facility which will provide 114 million square feet of underground 
storage for approximately $1 million, and the remaining item, a 
classified facility, $2.7 million. 

For the requirements outside the United States, all in Alaska, 
Okinawa, or Iceland, $24 million comprises the following broad 
categories. 

Fourteen million dollars for operational and maintenance facilities 
in Alaska, Iceland, and Okinawa, in addition to the operational and 
maintenance facilities—I am sorry. In addition to the regular facil- 
ities there this also includes certain tactical facilities in Iceland. 

Housing, $8.8 million. 

This item includes 205 family quarters (40 in Iceland, 58 at Kenai in 
Alaska, and 107 in Okinawa). One thousand two hundred and 
seventy-five permanent barracks spaces (825 in Okinawa, 400 at Ladd 
Air Force Base, Alaska, and 50 at an isolated station in Hawaii). 
In addition there are included 584 modified emergency barrack spaces 
and 40 BOQ spaces in Iceland. 

Storage, medical, and community facilities, $1.4 million. 
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In presentation of the individual projects and to answer detailed 
uestions, additional Army witnesses are present. I will introduce 
em to you when their testimony is requi 
In the case of title IV hype for the Alaska communications 
system, Colonel Cleaves and his assistants will make the presentation. 


I am prepared to answer any general questions the committee may 
wish to ask, 


Mr. Vinson. Mr. Chairman. 

The Cuarrman. Mr. Vinson. 

_ Mr. Vinson. General, yesterday I think the conferees had a meet- 
ing and eliminated an item that was put in the Senate as a result of 
a recommendation from the Board of Visitors at West Point. 

General Carrer. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Vinson. Now, is anything in this bill dealing with that item? 

General Carrer. The same item is in this bill, sir. 

Mr. Vinson. That is all, Mr. Chairman. 

The Cuarmman. That is fine. Because Senator Stennis and Senator 
Robertson, who were on the Board of Visitors, particularly Senator 
Stennis, called me a couple of times, urging that we include, I think, 
approximately $400,000. 

eneral Carrer. It is $497,000. 

The Cuarrman. Yes; $497,000. 

General Carrer. It is exactly the same item, sir. 

The Cuarrman. It is the same item ? 

General Carrer. Yes, sir. 

CuHatrMaN. For remodeling and refurbishing two dormitory 
alls. 

General Carrer. That is right, sir. 

The Cratmrman. He informed me the boys up on the top floor had to 
go clear to the basement to shave. I talked to Mr. Taber—— 

General Carrer. That is correct. 

Mr. Vinson. I may say Mr. Taber stated to me the reason why it 
hadn’t been authorized and I am glad to know it is in this bill. 

General Carrer. I may say, sir, the reason for the urgency: They 
were trying to get this done prior to the 10th of June. 

The Cuarmman. Because it will hold them up another year? 

General Carter. That is right, sir. 

The Crarmman. The only time they can work on it is when the 
Academy is not filled with students? : 

General Carter. That is right. 

The Crarrman. That is the reason they wanted to get on with the 
job this summer, during vacation ? 

General Carrer. That is right. 

The Crarrman. I wonder if there is any possibility of us accom- 
plishing that? 

General Carter. No, sir. 

The Cuatrman. Well, that is what I was afraid of. 

General Carrer. I may say—off the record. ; 

(Discussion off the record.) 

Mr. Vinson. If I may trespass on the time of the committee, I 
am somewhat astonished to read this statement in your memorandum. 
By memorandum to the Secretary of the Army dated December 19, 
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1953, the Secretary of Defense established an expenditure objective 
for the Army of $10,200,000,000 for 1955. 
Now I judge from that statement the Secretary just told the Army 
ee couldn’t spend but $10 billion and therefore you had to fight. You 

ad to fix your Army oy aie pry to the amount of money allocated, 
irrespective of what the Chief of Staff of the Department of the Army 
thought he needed; is that correct ? 

General Carrer. Essentially that is correct, Mr. Vinson. 

The way it happened, and it was quite a Christmas present, of 
course. 

After the review of the various budget strengths and the plans— 
General Ridgway has testified before several committees up here 
concerning this matter, and as the President stated in his budget mes- 
sage, on the recommendations of the Joint Chiefs of Staff this 
expenditure target was set. 

ow of the total target of the three services, the Army’s portion was 
$10.2 billion, and within that target it was only possible to allocate 
about $250 million to construction. 

Mr. Vinson. All right. Now following that up just briefly, Mr. 
Chairman, how much did the Army think it needed to meet its military 
requirements ? 

eneral Carter. The original submission, sir, was four hundred 
cight—— 

Mr. Vinson. No, I am talking about it in the $10 billion. How 
much did the Army think it needed to meet its overall proper defense 
of the country ? 

General Carter. I don’t have that figure, sir. This, of course—my 
field is the construction field. I don’t remember the original budget 
submission. 

Mr. Vinson. All right. That is all. But anyhow, in Public Works 
you wanted $400 million? 

General Carter. We wanted authorization for $408 million, yes, sir. 

Mr. Vinson. And you felt the military requirements warranted you 
to have such. And in view of the limitation of an overall of $10,200 
million, you are forced to cut that down to $250 million; is that right? 

General Carter. That is correct, sir. 

The Cuarrman. Mr. Hardy. 

Mr. Harpy. Mr. Chairman, I notice among the other items included 
here is one that we have had with us from year to year, and that has 
to do with the proposed conversion of the riding hall at West Point 
to an academic building. 

General Carrer. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Harpy. I recall that project was under consideration at one 
time that I happened to be on the Board of Visitors. 

General Carrer. That is correct, sir. 

Mr. Harpy. And the Board of Visitors at that time went down 
there and went over that riding hall rather carefully, and as I remem- 
ber, it declined to recommend that anything would be done then 
because of the cost. And I wondered, General, whether or not you 
could tell us what your square-foot cost is going to be when you get 
through converting that thing? That is a tremendous thing and you 
got a rough proposition to try to convert it. 
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Mr. Smarr. $24, Mr. Hardy. 

General Carrer. We will give you the figure on the square-foot cost. 
And while he is looking that up, I will give you some of the discussions. 
We have been working with this riding-hall project. And actually 
at one time we were authorized an amount of $800,000 to design the 
conversion. 

Now, in the meantime there have been several things that we have 
been trying to work out satisfactorily. The major one, of course, is the 
permanent requirement for the strength of cadets. 

Now it has been determined that they will definitely need the space. 

The next question is—that is a granite building and no windows in 
it. It is a tremendous thing. The next question is: Do you need all 
of the space in this building! This Seelaan worked out very care- 
fully and the plans have been submitted, redrawn, cutback, and vari- 
ous changes have been made so that they come within the require- 
ment. 

Then the third thing is: Why not erect a new building, wouldn’t it 
be cheaper? We made an estimate on that and the estimate of cost 
for building a new structure there is over $10 million, rather than 
this amount which is $8,450,000. 

So that we believe that we have exhausted all of the various ramifi- 
cations of conversion of that building. 

The building is there, and as you all know, space is very limited at 
West Point. The type construction that we should and must put at 
West Point is not the concrete block austerity type construction that 
we put practically every place else. I don’t believe this committee or 
anyone else would want us to put a warehouse-type building there. 

r. Harpy. I certainly wouldn’t want to see you change it, 
General— 

General Carrer. Of course not. So it is the considered opinion of 
not only the people within the Department of the Army, but the 
various people within the Department of Defense and the Bureau of 
the Budget who have gone over this with a fine-tooth comb that this 
is the best solution. © 

Mr. Vinson. Mr. Chairman, let me ask one more general question. 

General, are there any items in the previous public works euthori- 
zation and for which Congress or which Congress has approved and 
been signed by the President, that the Comptroller of the Department 
of Defense has disallowed and told you that you could not build? 

General Carrer. I can’t recall any. 

Mr. Vinson. All right. 

Genera] Carrer. I would have to check very carefully. 

Mr. Vrnson. That is all right. 

General Carrer. To answer that oie categorically. 

Mr. Vinson. That is all. I am glad to know he hasn’t interfered 
with anything that Congress has authorized. You say you don’t re- 
call that. 

The Cuarrman. Mr. Kelleher. 

Mr. Ketiener. General, with respect to the barracks program that 
you have here, you have 41,750 permanent barracks in this program; 
that is correct, isn’t it? 

General Carrer. That is correct, sir. 
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Mr. Keitirner. In this program, and the whole program is for $257 
million ? 

General Carter. That is correct. 

Mr. Ketiruer. Last December your program was $408 million? 

General Carter. That is correct. 

Mr. Ketiener. How many permanent barracks spaces did you have 
in that program ? 

The CHarrman. You mean the original 400? 

Mr. Keiiener. Yes. 

General Carrer. In the original $408 million there was one bar- 
racks at Lompoc, the United States Disciplinary Barracks there, 
where we have the prisoners in a big, fine building, and the guards 
living out in a shack, a 162-man barracks. Down there were 70 bar- 
racks spaces of the temporary type, modified emergency—— 

Mr. Keriener. I am speaking only of permanent. I think the 
total was only $200, general, that was in that program. 

General Carter. That includes the Alaska-Okinawa. 

Mr. Keviener. Yes. 

General Carrer. Within the zone of interior, United States, there 
was only this one. 

Mr. Ketiener. There is now almost 42,000? 

General Carrer. That is right. 

Mr. Keriener. And later your program became $158 million and 
in that I believe you had, overall, 2,100 barracks, and I think you 
kept in that program the same permanent barracks in the ZI that 
you had in the $408 million? 

General Carrer. That is correct. 

Mr. Ketiener. At the time of the 408 million program, and the 
158 million program, the Army apparently felt that there were mili- 
tary requirements of greater importance than barracks; is that correct ? 

General Carrer. That is correct. 

Mr. Ketirner. The inclusion 

General Carrer. The point there, Mr. Kelleher, is that the criteria 
under which the program was developed as sent down to us by the 
Secretary of Defense precluded our submitting any barracks, you 
see. 
Mr. Ketiruer. I understand that. 

General Carrer. It isn’t that we put them in a higher priority. 
Because the highest priority that I have personally is to get better 
barracks for our 

Mr. Keriener. The fact does remain, though, doesn’t it, General, 
that in this imposition of the 42,000 barracks, it did displace other 
things which the Army felt were of a greater military need, shall 
we say! Isn’t it a fact they are in a program today, and do, in fact, 
replace something else that was there before? 

General Carter. Well, no, they do not. The permanent barracks 
program as directed by the Secretary of Defense was added entirely 
without substitution to the resubmission which we made as a result 
of the $250 million expenditure limitation. 

And as anybody that has passed the eighth grade can tell, we can’t 
build these barracks if we are held to the $250 million limitation. 

Mr. Ketiener. Obviously. But I still think that the statement 
is correct that you had only 2,200 barracks in the $408 million pro- 
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gram and you now have 42,000 in a program roughly half that size? 

General Carrer. That is right. 

Mr. Keitener. So something went by the board, regardless of the 
fact that it was by guidelines or otherwise. Something that was going 
to be built for $408 million is not now going to be built ? 

General Carrer. That is correct, and we reviewed this program 
as a result of the directive from the 6th of January, reducing every- 
— that we could possibly _ into a succeeding fiscal year. 

e reduced it to $158 million. And those projects are still not 
in the bill, the ones that we cut out. 

However, that was prior to the directive adding the barracks. 

Mr. Ketiener. I understand that. 

Are you going to fund these barracks this year? 

General Carter. The funding situation in this bill is somewhat con- 
fused at the present moment. The Secretary of Defense has not yet 
cleared the funding request for the three departments to the Bureau 
of the Budget. Now what Bureau of the Budget will do with it, I 
do not know. 

Mr. Kettener. If the barracks were in fact not funded this year, 
there wouldn’t be any urgent need for authorizing them this year, 
would there? 

General Carrer. There is a need for authorizing them, to go ahead 
with planning for them, to be ready to start them quickly in the event 
we need to start them quickly. 

Mr. Kewiener. All of the barracks, or virtually all of them, are 
the py 263-man barracks which you have been building for some- 
time 

General Carrer. They will be either that barracks or a new design 
which we have directed the Chief of Engineers to work on now for 
330 men, which we think we can build slightly cheaper per man by 
constructing a bigger building. 

And also it may be that we will be able to assign our units into the 
330-man barracks with a little more flexibility. 

We have the problem of varying size units. They vary from 57 men 
to 225. 

Mr. Ketiener. Well, it doesn’t seem as if there could be—— 

General Carter. Excuse me. 

Mr. Go ahead. 

General Carter. They will be exactly the same type. In other 
words, the concrete frame, reinforced frame with concrete block, the 
same as the austerity, which I think most of you have seen. 

Mr. Ketiener. It doesn’t seem, General, that, other than the siti 
of these barracks, whether it be the 263 or the 300, that there woul 
be a requirement for authorizing them even a year in advance. Be- 
colae at it will be, will be the actual location of the barracks on the 
ground. The design is a set thing at this time; isn’t that correct? 

General Carrer. Well, the individual barracks building itself is 
designed. However, site adaptation of the buildings to each indi- 
vidual site is a somewhat complicated problem. It takes quite a few 
months to get it done. . 

Mr. Vinson. Mr. Chairman, may I ask Mr. Kelleher a question. 
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Then what is running through my mind is, in view of what has hap- 

ned with reference to barracks, there is no need for an authorization 
in this bill for barracks? 

Mr, Ketiener. I think it is a possibility, and I thought it should 
be explored, Mr. Vinson. 

Mr. Kitpay. Mr. Chairman, in that connection, inasmuch as they 
have been requested, if we eliminate them won’t that be another excuse 
for the Department of Defense to fail to budget or for the Bureau 
of the Budget to declare it? 


General Carrer. I am in a rather embarrassing position, as you 


ow. 

Mr. Kixpay. I appreciate that. 

General Carrer. Pertaining to the funding request on this, because 
it has not cleared the Bureau of the Budget. However, I think I can 
say this: The Secretary of Defense has cleared, or I have been advised 
that he has cleared the Army’s funding request which does include 
funds for these barracks. It is predicated on a relief from this mini- 
mum expenditure limitation which we had put on us. 

Mr. Ay. Let me—I didn’t intend to put that in the form of a 
question, General. I meant this from the policy standpoint of the 
committee. I believe we ought to authorize them to assist in securing 
the funds. 

General Carrer. I agree with you, sir, very heartily. 

One more question, Mr. Chairman, and I am 
through. 

Gendell if you do in fact fund them this year, will you initiate 
construction on a substantial number of them this year, too, fiscal 1955 ¢ 

General Carrer. We will be able to initiate construction on a sub- 
stantial number of these buildings by the spring of 1955. 

Mr. Ketitener. Half of them? 


General Carrer. I wouldn’t be able to give you a figure, but we will 
be able to get a substantial number under contract. 

The Cuarrman. Sooner the better. 

General Carrer. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Bates. Mr. Chairman. 

The Mr.—— 


Mr. Vinson. You are going to try to have an objective to finish it, 


if you started now, would you not? 
eneral Carrer. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Vinson. What would that objective be, a year or 2 years? 

General Carrer. It would be about 18 sessile after we start. It 
takes about 18 months in these large projects. 

The Cuarrman. Mr. Bates. 

Mr. Bates. General, the thing that distressed the subcommittee 
2 years ago when we went to Alaska was the family housing at Anchor- 
age, where you have Fort Richardson. Now, what is the situation up 
there? You have no money in this particular bill, I see, for 
Anchorage. 

Gunewad Carter. I do not have the specific information. Mr. Foster, 
who is with me, has some information on it. 

Mr. Bares. I don’t think we have seen a worse situation anywhere 
in the world than we saw at Anchorage, Alaska. 
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Mr. Foster. Mr. Bates, I am informed that the Federal Housing 
Administration has been aware of that shortage and has so pushed 
construction in the community in the last 2 years that there is now 
virtually a family housing surplus in the Anchorage area. That in- 
formation was given me about 2 months ago. ; 

The Cuarrman. Yes. That has taken place since we were there 
2 years ago. 

Mr. Bares. Well, they were constructing something, I know, a 
year ago, and they had a new building downtown. 

General Carrer. Sir? 

Mr. Bares. I say, they were building a new one downtown—FHA 
or somebody was building one. 

General Carrer. That is correct. 

Mr. Bares. That is certainly a big improvement over what we saw 
2 years ago. 

The Cuatrman. Fine. I think we are ready to take up the line 
items. 

The first is Aberdeen—— 

General Carrer. I have one thing sir, that might help the commit- 
tee. You are somewhat familiar with these forms we use. There 
are a lot of figures on them and there are various blocks, and so forth. 
Would the committee like for Mr. Foster to go over that form and 
show just what the information is, and where it is? 

Mr. Vinson. Mr, Chairman, the book shows all the facts probably 
we will want to know. 

General Carrer. Yes, sir. I just wanted to explain. 

a CuarrMaNn. If he will explain in advance, then it might ex- 

ite it. 
y's Rew! Carrer. That is what I think, sir. 

The Cuarrman. And we could catch each item much more quickly. 

General Carrer. This won’t take 5 minutes. 

The Cuarman. I think perhaps it will be helpful. So we can go 
through them quickly. 

Mr. Fosrer. Mr. Chairman, I will be as brief as possible. The 
justification book before you is arranged—— 

The CuarrMan. Which one you have there? 

The first is Aberdeen. 

Mr. Fosver. This large chart, sir, is an enlarged sample taken from 
page 31 of the Red Book. 

The Cuarrman. Thirty-one. So we can follow you. 

Mr. Fosrer. Yes, sir. 

The CuarrmMan. Page 31 in the book. 

Mr. Foster. That is correct, sir. 

The Cuamman. Army Chemical Center. 

Mr. Foster. That is correct, sir. 

The Cuamman. Harford County, Md. All right. 

Mr. Fosrer. Each installation in the book has two types of forms, 
of which this is the first, which is a cover sheet for the installation. 
It shows at the top the name and location by county and State of the 
installation. 

In the upper right-hand corner is the date on which the form was 

repared. Factual data regarding the installation as a whole is shown 
immediately following. 
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The distance and direction to the nearest center of population: in 
this instance, 20 miles northeast of Baltimore. The status of the 
installation, whether permanent or temporary, is shown here. 
Pointing. | 

The date initially occupied by the Army was 1917. 

The principal mission of the installation : 

In this instance, the research and development in the field of chemi- 
cal warfare, radiological warfare, and radiological defense, medical 
research, and manufacture of chemical warfare materiel and pro- 
tective devices. To the right, the land area of the installation, in 
acres, me whether that is owned or leased or which portion is owned 
or leased, 

Below that are strength figures for the installation, divided into 
officers, enlisted men, and civilians, with a total. 

The committee will note that we have not included in these books 
the interim strength, which is the strength for fiscal year 1957, nor 
for the proposed mobilization plus 6 months’ strength, because that 
would have made these books classified. 

The Cuarrman. That is right. 

Mr. Foster. If the committee has a need for that information, we 
have it available for off-the-record testimony. 

The Cuarrman. You had the peak at World War IL? 

Mr. Fosrer. Yes. 

The Cuarrman. I want to congratulate you now on this fine sheet. 
You boiled this thing down. It is very clear. It is concise. You have 
all the salient facts which we can quickly grasp. 

Mr. Fosrer. Thank you, Mr. Chairman. 

The Cuarrman. It makes our task much easier. I think you are to 
be congratulated the way you worked it out. 

Mr. Fosrrr. Excuse me, sir. 

The CuatrmMan. Go ahead. 

Mr. Fosrrr. Below this line is essentially an index, then, of the 
construction projects which follow in the justification book. 

These three columns to the left are numbers which need not concern 
the committee. The first is a fingerprint, if you will. It is an 
identifying number. 

The second is the budget account number, since we use this same 
form for appropriations. 

The third is a category number which permits us to assemble like 
items on electrical accounting machines. 

The project title—and if there are more than one, they will be all 
listed—in this instance Bio-Physical Assessment Laboratory, 14,200 
square feet. 

If a line item or project has any prior authorization by the Con- 
gress which has not been funded, it would be listed in this column. 

The authorization proposed in this bill is listed in this column and 
under the funding concept that existed when the book was prepared, 
the proposed appropriation is shown in the last column. 

Mr. Kinpay. Fiscal 1955? 

General Carrer. That is right. 

Mr. Yes. 

42066—54—No. 81-29 
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Mr. Kinpay. Excuse me. I just wanted to ask whether we have 
for the Army anything comparable to what Air Force brought us 
of reprograming within prior authorizations? 

Mr. Keviener. There may be about $129 million of that, may there 
not, General ? 

General Carrer. There is no request before this committee as 
such. 

There will be in connection with the appropriations request certain 
savings which we plan to apply to the projects which you authorize 
here as well as certain projects which have been yrs author- 
ized but which were no longer required, which will provide some of 
these funds, 


Mr. Kitpay. But we are not going to have the situation, unique * 


situation we had in the Air Force of by-statute reprogramming ¢ 

General Carrer. No, sir. 

Mr. Ketieuer. No, sir. 

Mr. Foster. There will be no reprograming of authorization. 

The CHarrmMan. Fine. 

That is an important fact that we should bear in mind. 

Mr. Fosrer. And no questions on this cover sheet, Mr. Chairman. 
we will go quickly to the form which follows these cover sheets, an 
there will be one of these for each line item proposed. 

General Carrer. It is page 32 of the book. 

Mr. Fosrer. Page 32 of the book is the sample we have blown up 
here pointing]. 

Going quickly across the top, we have the salient statistics regard- 
ing the line item itself—the date of the sheet and the installation 
named as well as the project title—these three numbers which I 
referred to as statistical devices. 

Previous authorization for this line item only, in this instance 
zero. 

Proposed authorization, $632,000. 

Previous appropriation, zero. 

Proposed appropriation, $632,000. 

The next block deals with a physical description of the project. 

First, either type of construction in block A-1, here: Permanent, 
modified emergency, or emergency. 

2—A, whether this particular facility is a new facility, an addition 
to an existing one, or an alteration of one. 

2~B indicates whether or not this particular building is a replace- 
ment of another building serving the identical purpose. In this 
case, there is no such factor. 

Right here, we indicate whether the plans which will be used for 
construction are standard plans or where a special design is necessary. 

If a standard plan is used, we try, although not always with success, 
to show the standard drawing number there for reference. 

Frequently, there are physical items in a project which affect. its 
cost estimate which are not apparent merely from its dimension and 
size. These we try to list here in block A-5. In:this instance, the 
project is depstbudl ns a one-story masonry building to contain a shoot- 
room laboratory, an armored firing range, a powder room—and that 
is not for the ladies, I might add—— 

[ Laughter. ] 
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Mr. Fosrrr. Cold room, a vault, photofinishing room, administra- 
tion area, and other laboratory space. 

The entire area is to be air-conditioned due to high sensitivity of test 
equipment, which is an important factor in the cost. 

The cost estimate of $632,000 comprises four basic parts. 

The builing itself to the 5-foot line is here, $508,000. 

The site preparation, $7,600. 

Roads, walks, and parking area, $34,000. 

And the utilities, $25,000. 

This, then, describes the project. 

Why does the Army need it? That we try to show both statistically 
in this area here, and in narative form down here. 

This tabulation basis of need was devised about 3 or 4 years ago in 
an attempt to get away from the use of adjectives to hide lack of facts. 

There will be a number of cases in this book before you where this 
physical measurement breakdown could not be used, in which instance 
the letters “NA,” not applicable, will appear. 

Notice, sir, that this is divided across in columns as to type of con- 
struction—permanent, modified emergency, which is the 10- to 15-year 
life, emergency construction which has 3- to 5-year life. 

Across the first line: Units to be retained, existing or financed. In 
this instnace, the Army Chemical Center had 9,375 square feet in a 

rmanent building now being used. An additional 6,000 square feet, 
in modified emergency-type construction new being used. And this 
indicated that those will be retained. 

The total requirements shown on the next line is for the perma- 
nent Army. In this instance, a requirement of 29,575 square feet. 
In certain cases, usually troop housing or like facilities, the Army 
will have a net requirement for its permanent strength, a certain addi- 
tional requirement for a larger interim strength which would be shown 
on this next line, and lastly, a further requirement for mobilization. 

Notice that there is no possibility of showing a requirement for the 
interim Army or for mobilization purposes under the permanent col- 
umn, since permanent construction is not authorized for those require- 
ments. 

The total number of units, then, to be provided by this project are 
shown here. So that by simple arithmetic in this last column we could 
see that this project if approved and constructed will provide the out- 
standing deficit for this activity. 

Frequently, we have a number of items which are interrelated and 
interdependent, to assure there is no action to cut out one and leave 
the other dangling. So we show here whether or not this project is 
related to others. In the instance before you, as a sample, it is not. 

Why is the requested item required now, and how is it being met? 
That narrative, gentlemen, I think is self-explanatory, and in the 
interest of time I won’t read it. 

The Cuamman. Good. 

Mr. Foster. Last, but by no means least we have in this small block 
here a further breakout of the cost estimate, to indicate first of all that 
only $575,000 is for the building and related utilities and that $57,000 
is for collateral equipment, which is that equipment necessary to the 
building which is permanently affixed to the building. 
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That is broken down by the service in the Army which affects the 
procurement, 


The Fine. 

Mr. Foster. So when funds are appropriated we can pull it out. 

Mr. Vinson. May I ask how many officers are detailed to make this 
complete breakdown to work on this bill? 

Mr. Fosrer. I beg your pardon, Mr. Vinson. 

Mr. Vinson. How many officers were detailed? About half the 
department ? 

reneral Carrer. No, sir. We worked this on a decentralized system. 
To develop exactly how many officers have worked on this bill would 
be very difficult. But it is handled this way, sir. 

These forms are originally prepared at the station where the project 
starts. They are prepared for all the projects that come in. 

They are assembled, then, finally, after all of the reviews, and finally 
” produced and put in this book form by the Office of the Chief of 

engineers. 

In my own division, to actually work on this particular thing, be- 
sides myself, I have 3 officers and 3 civilians. 

Mr. Vinson. I want to compliment you on the thoroughness and 
how clear it is set out. You can just read this and get a true picture 
of what you are trying to get from this appropriation. And it gives 
us a historical background of the base. 

It is a very fine thing, indeed. 

Mr. Foster. Thank you very much. 

Mr. Bares. Mr. Chairman. 

The Cuatrman, Yes, Mr. Bates. 

Mr. Bares. I wonder if we could just pursue this question of 
equipment a little further ? 

Do I understand now this would include something like an air- 
conditioning equipment for your building and perhaps your boiler, 
but it would not take into consideration testing equipment which 
might be required for the conduct of the tests which are required ? 

Mr. Foster. Mr. Bates, sir, the air conditioning, the heating plant 
and other functions of the structure which make it operate as a build- 
ing are included in the construction cost. These items of collateral 
equipment are those items which permit the building to function as a 
biophysical assessment laboratory. It would therefore be test equip- 
ment. 

Mr. Bares. Now, is that the conventional method—I will ask the 
counsel here—of presenting items of this nature? 

Mr. Ketiener. The Navy does it the same way as the Army. I 
don’t believe the Air Force does. 

General Carrer. There is one clarifying point I would like to call 
your attention to, however, sir. 

z In this particular case, this collateral equipment affixed to the 
uilding. 

Monae if the Chemical Corps requires, for example, an electron 
microscope to put in one of these rooms, that instrument itself might 
cost $250,000. It would not be in this program at all. 

Mr. Bares. It would be what they usually consider as title A 
equipment. 

General Carrer. That is right. 
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The Cuarrman. All right. Let’s take up the items. 
General Carrer. Now, we have—— 
The CHatrman. Page 2 of the bill, Aberdeen Proving Ground, is 
the first. It is No. 5 in the book. 

General Carrer. I have Mr. Van Kuren here, whom you have all 
seen before, I am sure, from the Office of the Chief of Ordnance, who 
will assist me in going into detail on these projects. 


The CHarrman. We don’t want to go into much detail. It is all 
set forth here. 


Mr, Vinson. That is right. 

‘The Cuarrman. Point out the significant things. 

Mr. Harpy. Mr. Chairman, if I might, before we start. I didn’t 
get into this discussion on barracks a while ago. It is something that 
I am going to want to find out a little more about. I didn’t do it 
because I didn’t want to take up the time of the committee. But I 
am going to need to get a little more information on this thing before 
we finally approve all this business. In order to avoid taking up 
the time of the committee, if it is agreeable, I will have some further 
discussions with Mr. Kelleher and General Carter about it. 

The Cuatrman. All right. 

Mr. Harpy. Because the thing that is bothering me particularly: 
We went into this a couple of years ago. You have several factors. 
You have the permanent strengths to be concerned with. 

You have mobilization strength, which is not included in this bill. 
I am going to want to know a little something about that in connection 
with this 41,000 additional barracks spaces. 

General Carrer. We will be very glad to discuss it with you, sir. 
As I stated, originally, these are replacements. 

The Cuarrman. Yes, Mr. Bray. 

General Carrer. These are replacements. They are not required 
for present troop strengths. They will, of course, be used in the 
event of mobilization, but they are not required for mobilization in 
the initial phases. 

Mr. Vinson. All of these are replacements. 

General Carrer. They are replacements, of the uneconomical tem- 
porary structures. 

The Cuatrman. Mr. Bray. 

Mr. Bray. Not for asking a question. I think I have asked about 
as few questions as anyone. I have never missed a meeting. But 
there are somethings affecting the American taxpayers that I am 
interested in and I want to go into them and pretty strongly. Before 
we go ahead, I want to make that observation. 

The Cuatrman. Certainly the Chair has never exhibited any feeling 
to prohibit any member from interrogation. 

Mr. Bray. I know that. 

The Cuarrman. Let’s shoot. Let’s get on the record. 

General Carrer. Items for Aberdeen Proving Ground are listed on 
page 5. The fire control testing lab and ammunition renovation shop, 
as well as two enlisted men’s barracks, 263 men, and the total of 
$2,071,000. 

The Cuatrrman. You are going to ask for only about $1,087,000 
appropriation. 
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General Carrer. That is the difference between the barracks fund- 
ing. As Mr. Foster stated, at the time these books were printed 
the funding request did not include those. It will not include them if 
it is approved by the Bureau of the Budget. 

On page 6 we have the description of the fire control testing labora- 
tory for $900,000. I will be very glad to answer any questions that 
are not answered by the sheet in front of you. 

The Cuamman. Your total personnel strength is 21,000. It reached 
30,000 during World War IT. 

General Carrer. That is correct, sir. 

Mr. Harpy. Mr. Chairman, in this system that he has here, I am 
a little bit confused about the items such as roads, walks, utilities, and 
so forth. You are not duplicating them because you have them for 
each building apparently, or each line item. 

General Carrer. That is right, sir. 

We are not duplicating them. 

Mr. Harpy. They are not duplicated. 

In other words, you separated out each building’s share of the 
utilities. 

General Carrer. You will find at some stations there will be an 
item, a separate project item, for roads and utilities extensions, 

Mr. Harpy. I notice—— 

General Carrer. That is where there is a large item not—in other 
words, the building happens to be built far away from the existing 
area, so that we have a ioe item to connect it to the existing utilities 
or the existing roads. 

Then it will be shown separately. But generally, they are shown 
= the total authorization, in the breakout, part 5 of the form, showing 
the cost. 

In this particular case, it is 85,000, out of 900,000, is for roads, walks, 
parking areas, and utilities. 

Mr. Harpy. The reason I raised it, Mr. Chairman, is because I 
notice in this particular building you have 85,000. In the next one 
you have utilities, 51,000. Over on the next one you got. utilities, 
roads, walks, and so forth, 89,800. 

General Carrer. They are not duplicated, Mr. Hardy. 

Mr. Harpy. That was my question. 

The Fine. 

We are all acquainted with Aberdeen. It is an old post. It started 
back in 1917. We own all the acreage there. 

Without objection, Aberdeen is approved. 

Atchison Storage Facility. Some of us are famiilar with that, too, 
a great underground storage facility there, salt mine. 

eneral Carter. That is shown on page 8A. The acquisition of 
the caves, 106 acres at $221,000 and development of one of them $934,- 
000. The other one has already been developed by the Commodity 
Credit. Corporation, I believe. 

The Cuatrman. About the cheapest and best storage we can get; 
don’t you think? 

General Carrer. Off the record 

The Cuatrman. Off the record. 

(Discussion off the record.) 

The Cuarrman. All right. 
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General Carrer. It was made, however, and incidentally, I have 
Colonel Finley here of the Office of the Chief of Engineers. 

The CHarMan. Yes. 

General Carrer. Who is ready to answer any questions about plans, 
estimates, projects, building and so on? 

The CHarrman. Fine. 

Mr. Kelleher. 

Mr. Keiiever. I have one question on this, Mr. Chairman. 

Is this the only eave you are going to acquire for this purpose ? 

General Carrer. Mr. Foster. 

Mr. Foster. Mr. Kelleher, 1 am informed that plans are being made 
to propose acquisition of one or more similar caves. They have not 
been finalized. 

Mr. Keviener. And are you going to acquire these other caves under 
public-works authorization ? 

Mr. Foster. Under the present directive from the Office of the Sec- 
retary of Defense, we have no alternative. 

Mr. Kreiiener. Isn't it true that you are going to acquire a cave-in, 
1 believe, Anondale, Pa., under the stockpiling authority which, so 
far as I can tell, is the identical purpose for which you are going to 
use this cave here? This is actually for the stockpiling of machine 
tools, isn’t it ? 

Mr. Foster. That is correct, sir. 

Mr. Ketitener. And you will recall, Mr. Chairman, that the Con- 
gress passed last year Public Law 130 which was specifically for the 
stockpiling of machine tools. 

The Cuarrman. Yes. 

Mr. Ketiener. And I think it is also interesting to note that. before 
the committee at this time is a proposal from the Air Force, dated 
April 21, to acquire a cave for the stockpiling of machine tools, but 
under that other law. 

I think there should be some explanation as to why this appears in 

ublic works and at least one other Army project, as I understand, will 
under Public Law 130. The Air Force de facto, is under Public 
Law 130. 

Mr. Fosrer. Mr. Kelleher, it was originally intended by the Depart- 
ment. of the Army to acquire and develop this facility under the pro- 
duction facility authorization. 

However, an interpretation of the propriety of use of procurement 
money was rendered by the Defense Comptroller and in his opinion 
since this will be central storage of production equipment, that public- 
works funds were applicable rather than procurement funds. 

Mr. Ketxenuer. It is for the stockpiling of machine tools, however, 
isn’t it? 

Mr. Fosrer. It is for the stockpiling of machine tools which have 
been used in contractor-operated plants which go into standby and in 
the storage of these tools there is an earmarking or allocation of those 
tools for reentry into these plants if they are later reactivated. 

Mr. Ketiener. I would wonder whether the Air Force has heard 
about that ruling of the Defense Comptroller, because it is the same 
thing. It is Government-owned machine tools, largely from second 
sources which are becoming inactive, which I guess is the same thing 
as here. 
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General Carrer. We don’t know. We have done this at the direc- 
tion of the Secretary of Defense. 

Mr. Keviener. That was a rhetorical question, General. 

Mr. Kiuzpay. Do you acquire the surface land and all? 

— is a very intriguing thing to me. You get the surface land 
and all? 

Mr. Foster. That is right, sir. 

General Carrer. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Kitpay. Now, what sort of a cave is it? Is it a cave or an 
old mine or what is it? 

Mr. Van Kuren. It isa former limestone mine, sir. 

Mr. Kitpay. Limestone mine. 

Mr. Van Koren. Yes, sir, which has been excavated by the room- 
and-pillar method. There are open spaces where limestone pillars 
have been left at intervals to form rooms. 

Mr. Kmpay. It wasn’t surface or open mining? It was subter- 
ranean ? 

Mr. Van Kuren. No. It is definitely undeground. 

Mr. Kipay. I see it is going to be dehumidified. It is safe storage 
for these machine tools and no rust and so on. 

Mr. Foster. That is correct. 

Mr. Kitpay. That is going to require machinery to do it. 

General Carrer. That is correct. 

That estimate includes the machinery. 

Mr. Kizpay. That 1 million feet storage space for $1 million is 
about as good as we can hope to do. 

General Carrer. I quite agree, sir. 

Mr. Vinson. Any water in this cave? 

Any underground streams? 

Mr. Van Koren. The part of the cave in which we are now operat- 
ing is already dehumidified and it is extremely dry. The dehumidi- 
fication equipment has been working for quite some time. 

In the undeveloped portion of the cave, the engineers report that 
in extremely moist periods, there is very little seepage and in dry 
weather there is none at all. So the existing water is not a problem. 

Mr. Rivers. So your maintenance would virtually be the dehumidi- 
fication, once you get in business? 

Mr. Van Kuren. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Wickersnam. Off the record. 

The Cuarrman. Off the record. 

(Discussion off the record.) 

The Cuarrman. On the record. Mr. Bates. 

Mr. Bates. Mr. Chairman, I would like to ask the counsel a couple 
of questions on barracks which we have just passed but I think we 
ought to know it as we go along. 

Did these barracks include the mess? 

Mr. Keiiener. Yes, they do. 

Mr. Bares. This runs out to about $1,880 with all utilities involved. 
What is the per man cost of, say, the Air Force? 

Mr. Ketiener. The Air Force is sticking in almost every instance 
to $1,700 per man. 

Mr. Bares. And do they include utilities? 

Mr. Keviener. Yes, sir, they do, to the 5-foot line. 
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Mr. Bares. So it is the same figure. 

Mr. Keiiener. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Bray. It is a little less. 

Mr. Bares. No; the same figure. 

You have here also 150 square feet per person in these particular 
barracks at Aberdeen when you include the gross space. Isn't the 
average figure 125? 

Mr. Keviener. One hundred and twenty-five for the Air Force. 

Mr. Bates. And 72 net. 

General Carrer. But that 125 feet is without mess, Mr. Bates. This 
figure includes the mess. 

Mr. Bares. That is the same situation ? 

Mr. Keuiener. I don’t know how much the Air Force allocates to 
the mess. Of course, it is a separate building. But that seems like 
a reasonable figure. 

Mr. Bares. When we talk about 125 gross we talk about merely the 
barracks spaces; is that correct ? 

Mr. Ketiener. That is right. 

Mr. Bares. So we are all on common ground. 

General Carter. That is right, sir. 

Mr. Bares. All right, Mr. Chairman. 

The CrarrMan. The only question is why we should have the Army 
acquire this under the public-works bill and the Air Force, another 
branch of our armed services, acquiring theirs or propose to acquire 
it under a different piece of legislation. 

Do you have any explanation of that? 

General Carrer. I do not, sir, except the Army had originally 
planned to acquire this under the production funds authorization and 
when the request reached the Secretary of Defense Comptroller, we 
were directed to include it in this bill. 

The Cuarrman. I am more or less familiar with this particular 
facility. It makes excellent storage. And I think you are getting it 
at a very reasonable price. 

Mr. Van Kuren. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Kitpay. You said you were using part of it ? 

Mr. Van Kuren. Five hundred thousand square feet is the portion 
which was developed for use by the Commodity Credit Corporation 
for storage of foodstuffs under the agricultural program. 

Mr. Kizpay. It had butter in it, I guess, and eggs. 

Mr. Van Kuren. We are in that portion now with machine tools 
actually in storage under this dehumidified condition. 

Mr. Kitpay. Then you are only going to get 500,000 square feet 
for $1 million. 

Mr. Van Koren. No, sir. This project will buy—we will acquire 
title to the 500,000 in which we are now operating plus 1 million in 
an adjoining facility and provide the funds to improve the 1 million 
feet which we are adding. 

Mr. Kixpay. So you will have 114 million feet ? 

Mr. Van Koren. That is right. 

The Cuarrman. That is right. It is a tremendous thing. 

Mr. Kirpay. I want to see that. 

The CHarrMan. And it is invulnerable. You should go out and 
look it over sometime. 
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Without objection, Atchison is ge 

Let’s go on to Frankford Arsenal, Pa. 

General Carrer. The projects at Frankford are shown as listed on 

age 9. 
r Frankford is another one of your—— 

Mr. Gavin. What page of the book? 

Mr. Keviener. Nine. 

General Carrer. Page 9. It was initially occupied in 1916. It is 
a research and development engineering procurement, manufacture 
and so forth, facility, as is shown there in the book. We have two 
projects there, one for expansion and improvements of the electrical 

istribution system, $892,000, and the other is rehabilitation and ex- 
pansion of the steam-generating plant and distribution system, $734,- 
000, a total of $1,626,000. 

The Cuarrman. This is one of our oldest arsenals. 

Without objection, we approve Frankford. 

Mr. Rivers. It is a mighty good State, too. 

The CHarrMan. Yes. 

Mr. Gavin. Off the record, Sam. 

Statement off the record.) 
he Cuarrman. All right, jet propulsion laboratory, California 
Institute of Technology. 

General Carrer. That is a project for expansion of the electrical 
distribution system in the amount of $90,000 and is required to prevent 
the overloading and provide electric service to 7 new projects which 
are now under construction. 

The details of the project are shown on page 13. 

The CuHamman. Without objection, approved. 

Letterkenny. It is a small item. 

General Carter. Letterkenny Ordnance is shown on page 14. It was 
occupied in 1942. Its mission is general supplies and ammunition. 
It isalsoan ammunition depot. This is—these two projects—one is for 
addition to water supply system 150 acres, $19,000. 

Mr. Ketiener. This will be a dam and reservoir, General, won’t it? 
‘ reaetal Carter. This project is shown on page 15. It gives the 

etails. 

The CuarrmMan. We own the total acreage, too, there. 

General Carrer. We own—— 

The Cuarrman. All 20,000 acres. 

General Carter. Yes, sir; we own it all. 

The CHatrrMan. Without objection, Letterkenny is approved. 

Lima, Ohio. 

General Carrer. Lima was occupied by the Army in 1945. It is in 
Ohio. It is a modification final processing and completion assembly 
and shipment to the field of general purpose and combat vehicles. 

This project is for $33,000 to provide for an elevator in the produc- 
tion building. 

The details are shown on page 18. 

It is required to permit the use of materials handling equipment 
moving materials from the basement storage area to other i and 
vice versa. 

The difficulty now is that the existing elevator does not go down to 
the basement. 
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The CuarrmMan. The new one will be stronger. It will lift a live 
load of 10,000 pounds. 

General Carrer. That is right, sir. 

The CHarman. Exclusive of the car and cable. That is a small 
item. 

Without objection, Lima is approved. 

Navajo. 

General Carrer. There are two projects at Navajo Ordnance. That 
is near Flagstaff, Ariz. One is for improvements to the sewage dis- 

al system, $85,000, and an additional water supply of $100,000. 
The details of the project are shown on page 20 and page 21. 

The Cuarrman. I note it was occupied first in 1942, 

General Carrer. That is right, sir. 

The Cuairman. World War Il. Without objection, Navajo is 
approved. 

Mr. Bares. What is this about the Indian village. Who lives in the 
Indian village. 

General Carrer. The employees of the plant are mostly Indians, 
Navajo Indians. 

Mr. Bares. Now, this is privately owned property ¢ 

General Carrer. No, sir. 

Mr. Van Kuren. No, sir. The Indians have come in from the reser- 
vations to work at the depot, and we have provided minimum housing 
facilities for them right on the depot reservation. 

Mr. Bares. It is Government property ¢ 

Mr. Van Kuren. Government property ; yes, sir. 

Mr. Bares. All right. 


The CHatman. All right. It is approved, Navaho. Redstone 
Arsenal. 

General Carrer. Redstone Arsenal is a research and development 
facility in Alabama, near Huntsville. It was initially oceupied in 
1943. Its mission in research and nae, nragg in connection with 


rockets, jet takeoff units, fuels and propellants. The projects there 
consists of one laboratory, $88,000, and one permanent barracks, of 
$492,000, 

Mr. Vinson. Now, in that connection, Mr. Chairman, let me ask 
about the barracks. What is the estimated cost per man? I see you 
have $1,700, is it ? 

General Carrer. $1,700 per man. 

Mr. Vinson. Now, does that run practically the same through all 
the barracks ¢ 

General Carrer. That is correct, sir. That is the average cost per 
man—in fact, that is the current limit on cost per man. 

The Cuamman, In continental United States. 

General Carrer. In continental United States. 

Mr. Vinson. Is that the maximum fixed by the statute? 

General Carrer. That is right. 

Mr. Kettener. Not for this program, Mr. Vinson. That applied 
only to last year’s program, but I understand the departments ii 
used that as a guide for this program, too. 

General Carrer. And we can build this barracks that we have de- 
signed for that money. 

Mr. Vinson. You can do it for less cost, can you not? 
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General Carrer. In certain instances, we can get the barracks for as 
low as thirteen or fourteen hundred dollars, but in most of the areas 
they run up pretty close to the $1,700. 

Mr. Vinson. All right. 

Mr. Bares. Mr. Chairman; This is not a local estimate, because this 
is exactly the same figure that you had at Aberdeen. 

General Carrer. This is not a local estimate; no, sir. 

Mr. Bares. So you used average figures rather than specifie local 
figures as the Air Force used. 

Mr. Vinson. That is right. 

General Carrer. Well, these are general figures and not specific local 
figures. I don’t know whether the Air Foree—— 

The Cuarrman. Without objection, Redstone is approved. 

Quartermaster Corps, Fort Lee, Va. 

Mr. Gavin. What page? 

Mr. Kelleher. twenty-six. 

The Crarrman. Page 2 of the bill and page 26 of the book. 

General Carrer. The Quartermaster Corps, listed on page 25, with 
projects at Fort Lee, listed on page 26, which is four 263-man barracks. 

These are the same type barracks and a part of the general barracks 
program. 

Fort Lee is the home of the Quartermaster School and has opera- 
tional control over all Quartermaster Corps training activities in the 
field worldwide. 

The Cuarrman. These barracks to be built on the land the Govern- 
ment owns, or on that 97 acres that are leased ? 

General Carrer. They will be built on the land the Government 
owns. 

The Cratrman. Good. 

Mr. Vinson. May [ask a question, Mr. Chairman? 

These barracks are replacement barracks; are they ? 

General Carter. That is correct, sir. 

Mr. Vinson. Then, if that is true, why is it necessary to spend 
$178,000 for walks and roads and utilities ? 

Why aren’t they already there and all you have to do is—— 

General Carter. They are not—this replacement, sir, is a replace- 
ment of the temporary buildings that are on the post. Now, all of 
these barracks are being sited in accordance with our permanent 
master plans for all of these installations. They will not necessarily 
go on the same ground that the old wooden barracks are on. 

In a few cases you will note that we have had to include funds to 
move existing temporary barracks. In those cases, the utility costs 
are lower in the roads, walks, and parking areas. 

Mr. Vinson. Then you are going to destroy all the old barracks 
which these are taking the place of. So you will have roads and 
walks in an area where you will not have any barracks because you are 

oing to build the new barracks in a new area. Now, wouldn’t it be 
in the interest of economy to tear out the old barracks and put them 
on the same sites ? 

Mr. Kupay. If you do that, where are you going to put the men in 
the meantime? 

Mr. Vinson. You can put them in 

Mr. Rivers. Send them down to Pickett. It is not far away. 
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Pr my Carrer. We have, and I have, copies here of the master 
an 
: Mr. Vinson. I am not going to raise the question. 

The Cuarrman. All right, Fort Lee is approved. 

General Carrer. There is one other point, sir, we might clarify, 
We do not intend to tear down these temporary barracks unless the 
construction of the new barracks will go right on the same spot, for 
the reason that for mobilization we need a whole lot more barracks 
than we have now or that we have in this program. 

Mr. Vinson. Then we are going to be confronted every year with 
maintenance of these old dilapidated substandard barracks. 

General Carrer. We are planning, sir, to lock them up, provide the 
absolute minimum maintenance to just keep them standing. 

Mr. Vinson. All right. 

Mr. Rivers. The New Look, Mr. Chairman, in the military gives 
them a new view, too. 

The CHarrman. Mr. Bray. 

Mr. Bray. I want to make this observation, General. 

It is very wise not to tear down those buildings. They are called 
temporary buildings. I have lived in them a short time, and I have 
observed them over many years. There are barracks that they called 
temporary buildings that if given any decent maintenance will be good 
barracks 25 years from now, because the construction is good. 

When you take that semipermanent siding, there is no reason—if 
they don’t let vandals tear them down—but what they will be good 
for many years. 

General Carrer. Well, they have lasted, of course, now, most of 
them, 14 years, and the maintenance costs are increasing, particularly 
in the latrine end of the barracks, the plumbing that we put in in war- 
time. It was usually not even black iron pipe. It was anything we 
could get. Maintenance is running up very high on them. I agree 
with you by keeping money going into these wooden buildings you can 
make them last forever. But they are not economical, and we feel— 
and they are also not very comfortable for our men. They have no 
facilities in there, as you all know—everyone here has seen them 

The Crairman. Next is New Cumberland General Depot, Pa., at 
the bottom of page 2. 

Mr. Bares. Is this just a Pennsylvania bill, Mr. Chairman ? 

: General Carrer. I think you will find it pretty well scattered, Mr. 
dates, 

Mr. Gavin. I don’t want to get into the Quincy Shipyards right 
now. 

General Carrer. Mr. Chairman, New Cumberland—— 

The Cuarmman. New Cumberland General Depot, $492,000. 

General Carrer. That is for enlisted-man barracks for 263 men and 
is part of the same program as the other. 

1e Cuamman. Without objection, approved. Chemical Corps. 

General Carrer. The Chemical Corps starts on page 30 of the book : 
The Chemical Center, which we have gone into great detail on in 
explaining the form. Page 31 has 1 project, $632,000, for a biophysical 
assessment lab, 14,200 square feet. 

The Cnarrman. It is O. K. 

Signal Corps. 
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General Carrer. The Signal Corps has projects at four stations: 
Department of the Army Transmitting Station, Va.; Lexington Sig- 
nal Depot, in Kentueky, and Fort Monmouth, N. J.; Sacramento 
Signal Depot in California. The projects start on page 34 for the 
Department of the Army Transmitting Station, which is 2 miles south- 
east of Woodbridge, Va., in Prince William County. 

The projects there include an operations building, $1,797,000; a 
warehouse, $87,000; barracks for 198 men, $400,000; roads, wal 
parking areas, and fence, with a relay center, $57,000; a total o 

2,360,000. 

The first project for the building is described in detail on page 35. 

Mr. Rivers. That project will not operate at all unless there is an 
? 

General Carrer. Yes, sir, it will. 

This project is to move the relay portion of the Department of the 
Army Communications Center which is now on top of the Penta- 

n—— 

Mr. Rivers. I see. 

General Carrer. Down to an existing installation here at Wood- 
bridge. It will, as soon as it is completed, go into operation imme- 
diately. This relay station ties in the Signal net worldwide, the 
Army Communications network, and is not strictly an emergency 
deal at all. 

Mr. Rivers. I see. 

General Carrer. We feel in the Army, and we have felt in the Army 
for several years, that it was very urgent to get this very vital installa- 
tion slightly out of town. 

The CuarrMan. Shall we approve all of four? 

Mr. Vinson. That is right. 

The Cuatrman. Under Signal Corps? 

Mr. Rivers. Yes, sir. 

The Cuairman. Entire Signal Corps is approved. 

Mr. Harpy. I understand there is no real estate to be acquired in 
connection with these, is there ¢ ' 

General Carrer. No, sir, not unless it is shown. 

Mr. Vinson. Better get by Fort Monmouth right away. 

Mr. Rivers. This is off the record. re 

(Statement off the record.) 

Mr. Vinson. Mr. Chairman, let’s take up now the Corps of Engi- 
neers. 

The Carman. All four. 

Virginia, Lexington, Ky., Fort Monmouth and Sacramento, are 
approved. 

That brings us down to the Corps of Engineers. 

General Carter. The Corps of Engineers has one station involved, 
Fort Belvoir, which I am sure the committee is fully familiar with. 

Mr. Keiiener. Page 47 of the book. 

General Carrer. There, we have two bachelor officers’ quarters 
which are a part of the bachelor officer quarter program, a fire station 
and central hooting plant at the Davison Field there, a radio repair 
and aircraft supply building at Davison Field, an aireraft fuel 
building, and the outside utilities, and then 6 enlisted men’s barracks, 
263 men. The total 
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The CHairman. That is the big item, isn’t it. 

General Carrer. The remainder of those items—the 2 big items 
are the bachelor officers’ quarters and the 6 barracks. The remainder 
are small items, $3,780,000 total. 

Mr. Rivers. Mr. Chairman. 

The Cuarrman. Mr. Rivers. 

Mr. Rivers. May I ask a question on that / 

The Cuamrman. Yes. 

Mr. Rivers. Right after the war which preceded the Korean police 
action they declared that place over there surplus. 

General Carrer. Fort Belvoir? 

Mr. Rivers. Fort Belvoir, or some portion of it. 

General Carrer. No, sir. 

Mr. Rivers. Oh, yes; I saw it in the newspaper. 

The Cuairman. Oh, no, no. 

Mr. Rivers. Wait a minute. 

General Carrer. Somebody was trying to buy it, maybe. 

Mr. Rivers. The activities at Fort Belvoir were curtailed. 

The Cuatrman. Well. 

Mr. Rivers. But they never closed it. I want to know if this is 
going to be a permanent installation or is a permanent place. 

General Carrer. Fort Belvoir has been a permanent station and has 
an investment—we can give you the figures—of many millions of 
dollars in permanent construction. It has the Engineer School. It 
has the Engineer Research and Development Laboratories. And it 
has certain training troops, school troops, and so forth. 

Now, on the north side of Fort Belvoir there is the Engineer Re- 
placement Training Center. 

Mr. Rivers. That is the one that was closed. 

General Carrer. That has been closed recently. It was reopened 
after the Korean war. It is now closed. 

Mr. Rivers. What are you going to do with that? 

General Carrer. We are going to keep it closed. 

Mr. Rivers. You are going to keep it closed ? 

General Carrer. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Rivers. I know what you got in your permanent. You have 
some of the finest buildings in the service down there, in the old part. 

General Carrer. That is right, sir. 

The total requirement there for permanent barracks for the long- 
range peacetime Army is shown on the sheet. 

Mr. Rivers. And all this goes over on the old portion, original 
portion. 

General Carrer. Yes, sir; it all goes on the old post. 

Mr. Rivers. On the original post. 

General Carrer. On the original post. 

The Cuarrman. During World War II we reached a peak of 24,505 
men and the total at the present time, or in October 1953, was 21,000. 
I am wondering why it is that with fewer men there today than we 
had at the peak we need these bachelor officers’ quarters, enlisted 
men’s barracks. Are they to supplant or 

General Carrer. These are replacement, in the same program. Now, 
these particular barracks—the master plan for that station is such 
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that we can put them on the ground which is not now occupied by any 
buildings. 

The a Will they be new barracks or merely refurnishing 
old ones? 

General Carrer. They will be new barracks, the same type, sir, that 
we are putting in this whole program. This is a part of this general 
program. 

Mr. Gaviy. What about the family quarters down there at Fort 
Belvoir? What are you doing about them ? 

General Carrer. I didn’t understand your question. 

Mr. Gavin. The family quarters at Belvoir. 

General Carrer. The family quarters? 

Mr. Gavin. Yes. 

You have a lot of dilapidated old structures down there that cer- 
tainly need rehabilitation. They certainly aren’t any credit to the 
Engineers. 

eneral Carter. That, sir, is one of the reasons that, as Mr. Short 
announced the other day, Mr. Wilson is submitting a family quarters 
program. 

Now, we have at Fort Belvoir a fairly large Wherry bill housing 
project, but we still have—— 

Mr. Gavin. You have some down there that are very, very old, too, 
and are not in serviceable condition. 

General Carrer. That is right, sir, and included in the Secretary 
of Defense request for family quarters I understand they intend to 
include funds to replace some of these dilapidated family quarters 
and also to improve some of them which had been built in previous 
years but not to satisfactory standard. 

Mr. Gavin. They ought to have some money in here to modernize. 

General Carrer. That will be included in this family quarters 
preareds. As you can see from our original discussions, we were so 

imited in funds here that we could not include any funds for family 
quarters in the United States. 

The Cuarrman. The enlisted men’s barracks will be constructed out 
of concrete blocks? 

General Carrer. That is right. 

The Cuarrman. Nice light and airy barracks. 

General Carrer. That is right. 

Mr. Kizpay. Mr. Chairman, in connection with this Fort Belvoir 
and the question of replacements, page 48 of the book indicates that 
student officers there now are getting as little as 72 square feet as 
against an authorized space of 390, 3 officers living in rooms 12 by 12, 
and officers sleeping in the hallways until the class graduates in order 
to find room for them to live. 

The Cuarrman. Yes. 

Mr. Kizpay. It is—— 

The CHairman. It is needed. 

Mr. Kirpay. It is expansion as well as replacement; is it not? 

General Carrer. Well, in connection with the bachelor officers’ quar- 
ters program, Fort Belvoir has had a great problem in shortage of 
bachelor officers’ quarters due to the officer’s school there for some time. 

So this bachelor officers’ quarters program is not only a replacement 
but it is an actual definite need now. 
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Mr. Kitpay. Of course, you have increments coming in and out at 
Belvoir all of the time. 

General Carter. That is right, sir. 

It is when they have 2 classes at once, when 1 is just graduating 
and 1 has come in all veady to start. 

Mr. Kuzpay. Of course, this sort of living condition isn’t going to 
promote career service. 

General Carrer. It certainly does not. 

The CuarrmMan. Without objection, Fort Belvoir is approved. 

The Transportation Corps. 

veneral Carrer. Transportation Corps has items included at 
Brooklyn Army Base, Charleston TC Depot in South Carolina, Fort 
Eustis, Va.— 

The CHatrMan. Page 55 in the book and 3 in the bill. 

General Carrer. Oakland Army Base, Calif. 
And the major item is Point Aux Pins Ammunition Terminal, 
Ala. 

I would like to call your attention to that last item. The total 
authorization required is $26,951,000. We are only planning to fund 
in this bill, under this bill, $6,152,000. That will provide only for 
the land acquisition and the dredging of the channel through to the 
wharves. We will have to come back for appropriation later to fund 
the initial construction. 

Mr. Vinson. Now, what page in the book is Point Aux Pins? 

General Carrer. It starts on page 68, sir. 

Mr. Vinson. Now, I think this, Mr. Chairman. This is the third 


of one of this kind of ammunition loading facilities. We have 1 
at pot sree ta and 1 at Kings Bay—as a matter of fact, those 2 were 


established last year, were they not? 

General Carrer. Wilmington was established in 1952—was author- 
ized in 1952. Kings Bay was authorized in fiscal year 1954. I may 
Vinson—— 

r. Vinson. We established one down in Mobile Bay, at Theodore, 
I think you called it. 

General Carrer. I would like for General Yount, sir, to give you 
a discussion off the record of the requirements for ammunition out- 
inading facilities. 

We need more than even these three for our mobilization require- 
ments. And we will need them very quickly. 

Mr. Vinson. I am not questioning that, Mr. Chairman. The only 
thing that is running through my mind: We had one at Mobile Bay 
and at the request of the people and Congressman Boykin we moved 
it out. And now we are coming back in the same area, some probably 
50 or 60 miles further. My point is Why don’t you go somewhere else 
and-establish it ? 

se you know those people did not want one in Mobile Bay and 
probably will not want this. 

Mr. Rivers. They want this. 

Mr. Wickersnam. They want this. 

General Carrer. General Yount would be glad to discuss, sir, the 
reasons for that location of this particular one. 

The Crarrman. Yes. 

42066—54—No. 81——20 
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General Yount. So far as Theodore is concerned, the objection 
there was to the safety hazard with respect to certain summer cottage 
areas that had grown up. To reach a proper safety standard, those 
summer cottage areas would have had to be condemned. Therefore, 
there was local opposition to that. 

Papertoeles site that has been selected here by the Engineers is an 
isolated site. So we will be able to obtain the full amount of land to 
provide proper safety factors for the installation. 

Mr. Vinson. Now, how far is it from the Theodore site ? 

General Yount. I didn’t understand you. 

Mr. Vinson. How far away is it from the original site at Theodore ? 
How many miles? 

General Yount. I would guess that it was approximately 15 miles, 
Mr. Vinson. 

I am not quite certain. 

Mr. Vinson. You mean to tell the committee that last year we 
moved from Theodore and now we are going to be within 15 miles 
where we moved from? You just as well stayed at Theodore. 

General Carrer. I might say, Mr. Vinson, we still own the ammuni- 
tion pier and terminal at Theodore. 

Mr. Vinson. I know that. But you don’t want to use it. The 
people don’t want you to use it. 

General Carrer. That is right, sir. 

Mr. Vinson. Now, I have no objection to putting it down there. 
But certainly, you don’t want to put it in such a close vicinity as it was 
last year. I thought it was about a hundred miles from where Theo- 
dore is. But now you say it is only 15 miles. You just as well stayed at 
Theodore. Because you can blow them up 15 miles away just as well as 
vou can where Theodore is located. 

General Carrer. No, sir; we won't be taking anything through there 
that will blow them up 15 miles away. 

Mr. Rivers. You are sure you won't? 

General Carrer. I am sure we won't. 

Mr. Rivers. How do you know you won't have—— 

Mr. Vinson. I think we ought to put in here, Mr. Chairman—we 
ought to say this area and let them go down and if they have any fuss 
with those local people then put it somewhere that is not going to 
cause any fuss. 

General Carrer. That will be satisfactory-—— 

Mr. Vinson. And don’t pinpoint you down to this particular point. 

Mr. Revers. That is right. 

General Carrer. That will be satisfactory, sir. 

Mr. Rivers. Well, then, I suggest we—— 

General Carrer. We can make it in the vicinity of or this general 
area or something like that. 

Mr. Rivers. That is right. 

General Carrer. That will be satisfactory. 

Mr. Bray. Mr. Chairman? 

The Mr. Bray. 

Mr. Bray. I am somewhat familiar with General Yount’s past supe- 
rior ability in transporting ammunition and I go very strong on any 
recommendation he made. 


Do you believe that the Army needs to build this ammunition load- 
ing depot there? 

General Yount. Yes, sir; I do, Mr. Bray. 

Mr. Bray. Now, does the Navy have similar installations ? 

General Yount. They have some installations on all the coasts. 

Mr. Bray. Do they have any on the gulf coast there / 

General Youn. Originally Theodore was a Navy facility, Mr. 
Bray. It is now an Army facility. 

I know of no other Navy facility in the gulf at this time. 

Mr. Bray. I mean since the services combined, there would be no 
rule why the Army, if it was vital to our defense, couldn’t use Navy 
facilities to load ammunition ? 

General Yount. No, sir. We have consistently used Navy facilities 
and are currently using them. We used Bangor in the State of Wash- 
ington, Port Chicago in the State of California, and Earle in New 
Jersey. 

General Carrer. As a matter of fact, sir; most of our ammuni- 
tion 

Mr. Bray. This has been coordinated with the needs of the Navy, 
too, and in the overall plan this is vitally needed ? 

General Yount. That is correct, sir. And the whole matter is 
reviewed by the Joint Military Transportation Committee to insure 
it is an integrated program. 

Mr. Bray. The reason I am going into that, General, is that so 
many installations in the services, as you know, are duplicated all 
over the United States and the taxpayers are not happy about a lot 
of them. You personally reviewed this and are satisfied it is abso- 
lutely necessary ¢ 

General Yount. Yes, sir, I have. 

Mr. Rivers. Mr. Chairman 

Mr. Bray. No objection. 

Mr. Rivers. Mr. Chairman. 

The Yes, sir. 

Mr. Rivers. I think Mr. Vinson’s suggestion was good. 

General Yount, you get the land that you need, to begin with, and 
don’t come back here and say, “We have to condemn John Smith's 
cottage.” Let’s get the land to start with. Get your safety area, 
to start with, so we won’t have these things like happened at Theo- 
dore. It caused a lot of trouble. 

General Carrer. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Vinson. I suggest, Mr. Chairman, we change the bill to 
say 

The CHarrman. What are we going to do with the other items first : 
Brooklyn Army Base, Charleston Transportation Depot, Fort Eustis, 
Oakland Army Base? 

Mr. Rivers. Without objection. 

Mr. Harpy. Mr. Chairman, I want to ask just one question about 
Fort Eustis. 

The Cuarrman. Wait just a minute. 

Go ahead, Mr. Hardy. 

Mr. Harpy. I notice in Fort Eustis you have some barracks going 
down there to replace modified emergency type; is that correct ? 

General Yount. That is correct. 


3 


4508 


Mr. Harpy. You did that on family housing down there and you 
sold the family housing or permitted it to be moved off site or rehabili- 
tated by a private contractor for his own use. Are we going to run 
into that same sort of situation here, General ? 

General Yount. No, sir. 

Mr. Harpy. You are familiar with the thing I am talking about? 

General Yount. No, sir. 

Mr. Harpy. You know that the family housing that you had dis- 
carded and you were getting into an awful mess, that you could 
replace with Wherry housing, was carried off base, rehabilitated by a 
private concern for rent to people that live on the base; isn’t that 
right? Iam just hoping we are not getting into the same thing with 
these barracks. 

General Yount. I don’t think we are, Mr. Hardy. 

Mr. Rivers. Mr. Chairman—— 

General Carrer. We are not selling any of the old ones off to put 
the new ones in. 

Mr. Harpy. You have given them to the man that cleared the sites. 

General Yount. We are not clearing any sites for these. 

Mr. Rivers. Mr. Chairman, I want to tell you something about 
Charleston, if you want me. 

The Cuarrman. Don’t talk yourself out of it. 

Mr. Rivers. We have 2,152 locomotives and trolley cars stored down 
there. We have 1,200 ships and boats stored there. We got $98 million 
in inventories at Charleston—this Transportation Corps. 

Mr. Bares. I move we go down there and clean it up, Mr. Chairman. 

Mr. Suarer. You want me to tell you what I have in my district ¢ 
| Laughter. | 

Mr. Vinson. I suggest that the language be changed on page 4+—— 

The Crarrman. Well, we approve Brooklyn, Charleston, Fort 
Eustis, and Oakland. Without objection, those four items are 
approved. 

ow, then, the top of page 4, Point Aux Pins and these terminals. 
What is it, Mr. Vinson ? 

Mr. Vinson. I suggest we make it area or something—— 

Mr. Smart. Could you say Point Aux Pins area? Just add the word 
urea. 

Mr. Vinson. That is right. 

The Cuarrman. Point Aux Pins area. 

General Carrer. There is one point that Mr. Foster brought up, sir. 
here, that Point Aux Pins is actually right on the Alabama-Mississippi 
State line. I think it might be well in changing the language to alee 
us to move it either into Alabama or Mississippi. 

Mr. Vinson. Certainly. Area would cover that, would it not? 

General Carrer. Yes, sir. 

The CuarrmMan. Point Aux Pins area. 

Mr. Vinson. That is right. Let us put it where it won’t disturb the 
people. 

yeneral Carrer. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Smart. May—— 

Mr. Vinson. Point Aux Pins, Alabama-Mississippi area. 

General Carrer. Fine. 
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The Cuairman. | suggest the area be large enough that it would 
prevent private people from coming in and building nice cottages all 
around it. 

Mr. Vinson. That is right. 

General Carrer. That, sir, is definite. We are planning and we 
have the studies and we are buying the land now. We are doing this 
in two ways, to try to save money: We are buying the fee title to the 
land where there is grave danger and then we are buying a restric- 
tive easement over a utter zone Which will allow people to use it for 
farming, lumbering, and so forth. It will not allow them to live in 
the area. 

The Cuatrman. Without objection, with the amendment, having 
“Area” after “Pins,” that project is approved. 

Mr. Vinson. Mississippi-Alabama. 

The Cuarman. Medical Corps, Beaumont Hospital, Tex. 

General Carter. The first one is Beaumont, on page 104. That is 
one of the barracks involved in the permanent barracks program. 

The Cuarman. Without objection, Beaumont is approved. 

Brooke Army Medical Center. 

General Carrer. Brooke Army Medical Center. This is a bachelor 
officers’ center, female, which is a nurses quarters. The Surgeon Gen- 
eral has asked me to give this as much as I possibly can in defense be- 
cause of the great difficulty he is having in retaining nurses due to the 
bad living conditions under which we have so many of those girls 
living. 

This project is designed to take care of their permanent need and 
we feel that it is very urgently required. 

The Cuarrman. Mr. Kilday. 

Mr. Kitpay. Of course, this is in my town, General. I have talked 
to the commanding officer out there. As you say, he has a most dif- 
ficult situation. This book indicates that you have the nurses living 
in these temporary barracks where there is only one bathroom in the 
whole barracks area, with no privacy and it renders the thing almost 
impossible to keep these women officers in the service. They don’t 
want to live under those circumstances and we surely ought not to 
require them to live under those circumstances. 
pee Carter. We agree, sir. 

Mr. Kinpay. Now, of course, there is a general housing difficulty 
there because this is the Army Medical Center and all of your medical 
field-service schools are there. And your student officers are processed 
through. 

I notice our strength figures do not include students. Students are 
probably your greatest numbers, are they not ? 

Gish Ghonse: That is right, sir. We no not include students in 
these figures because the student load varies up and down. 

Mr. Kirzpay. Well, there are hundreds—— 

General Carrer. I believe it will show over there the student load. 
Here is a requirement for 347 female officers quarters for nurses, stu- 
dent nurses and women medical service corps officers, that this new 
requirement will include student officers, 

Mr. Kitpay. Then, of course, in addition to that, you have the male 
officers, medical officers, who come through there, hundreds of them 
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every year, who come in for a tour of a few weeks at a time; isn’t that 
correct ? 

General Carrer. That is correct, yes, sir. 

Mr. Kinpay. And, of course, all of the officers who are processed 
into the Medical Corps go there for outfitting and for indoctrination 
arid training ¢ 

General Carrer. That is correct. 

Mr. Kiupay. So there are a tremendous number of officers going 
through it all the time. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, I don’t want to do anything to delay these 
200 officers quarters, but I do want to ask the General with reference 
to an existing housing area just across the fence from Brooke Army 
Hospital. It is a matter of a couple of hundred yards of the main 
hospital It isthe Belmeade Apartments area. It is already 
in existence. The Government is into the picture to the extent of 
$993,000, I think—$935,000 under an FHA guaranty. It is new 
brick construction. It was built there under an FHA guaranty. It 
is new brick construction. It was built there under an FHA guaranty 
and primarily because of the need for housing at Brooke Army 
Medical Center. 

Then after it had been built, Wherry housing came in, just about the 
time it opened. And, of course, that took the tenants away from the 
Belmeade Apartment area. 

It is there in existence and ready for use. There are 79 one-bedroom 
unfurnished apartments, 28 one-bedroom furnished apartments, 12 
two-bedroom unfurnished apartments, 16 efficiency apartments, un- 
furnished ; 2 two-bedroom duplexes and 1 one-bedroom apartment that 
is now being used as an office. 

Now, as I say, it is within a matter of not more than 200 yards of the 
main building of Brooke Army Medical Center. 

I just wonder if there has been any survey made of taking this prop- 
erty over. It can be acquired for, well, I don’t know. The equity 
would be very small and the balance of it is the FHA guaranteed loan. 

General Carrer. I do not know, sir—we have had no request from 
the commanding general, Fourth Army, or the i ctaetaneeh in 
connection with that matter. 

Mr. Kitpay. When the last Wherry housing project was going in, I 
called the attention of the Army to the existence of this facility and the 
fact the Government might be holding the bag on this guaranty, 
and suggested that the number of units o deducted from the Wherry 
housing project which was put in there, and that this be taken over. 

But they didn’t like these one-bedroom apartment arrangements 
which FHA insisted go in there. But it seems to me with the large 
number of nurses that you have there and the evident need as outlined 
here for BOQ’s for the female officers, that you should be able to 
utilize this and utilize it immediately. Those temporary barracks 
the nurses are living in there are pretty crude. 

May I ask, General, that you inquire—a survey was made within 
the Department of the Army somewhere. There is full information 
with reference to this. May I ask that you inquire whether or not 
you ought not to get authority to take it over. 

(ieneral Carrer. Yes, sir; we will definitely look into it. 
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Mr. Kitpay. It fits into the construction type at Brooke. You have 
there that many units that could be occupied in a matter of days. 

Before we are finished with the bill, could you let me have back the 
report on it? 

General Carter. I think so, sir. 

Mr. Kaspay. I think you will find full information somewhere. 
Probably the Surgeon General has it. I know that Fourth Army 
Headquarters made a survey on it. 

General Carrer. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Vinson. I think, Mr. Kilday, if he is going to get that infor- 
mation, he should compare the cost. 

Mr. Katpay. Oh, yes. 

Mr. Vinson. Of the acquisition of these housing apartments and 
FHA guaranty with the cost of the construction and see whether it 
would be equitable and be economy to purchase that instead of build it. 

Mr. Kitpay. That is correct. That is what I proposed. 

General Carrer. Of course, the cost of construction, I can say now 
without fear of being at all wrong, for one-bedroom apartment is far 
more than the room for the nurses that we have here. 

Mr. Kivpay. That is right. 

General Carrer. The nurse would probably rather have the one- 
bedroom apartment. We can’t afford to provide that type of accom- 
modation. We will check into the matter and see what we can find 
out and what it will cost us. 

Mr. Kizpay. I know you couldn’t afford to build them, but these are 
already built and I think you can get them for less than it cost to 
build them. 

General Carter. I hope you are right, sir. 

Mr. Kizpay. I hope so. 

The CuarrMan. It is a matter worth looking into. 

General Carrer. Yes, sir. 

The Cuarrman. We will hold this up temporarily. We will pass 
Brooke Army Medical Center until we get fuller information. 

Mr. Kiupay. I don’t know of any reason to hold this up on my 
suggestion. I thought—— 

The Cuatrman. No, but it is a matter I would like to have informa- 
tion on, too. 

Mr. Kupay. Because they need the 200 as well as the additional. 

The Cuarrman. That brings us down to the field forces facilities. 

We will take a recess until 10 o’clock Monday morning. 

Mr. Rivers. Mr. Chairman, I want. to say this. On the floor the 
other day we authorized and directed that the Murphy General be 
retained. Now I wonder if that is going to alter Fort Devens. 

General Carrer. I don’t like to differ with you, Mr. Rivers, but it 
is my understanding that funds were appropriated so that we would 
have the money to retain it. 

Mr. Bares. You want to try to say that all over again, General ? 

Mr. Rivers. Yes. 

General Carrer. Funds were appropriated so you would have the 
money to retain it. I don’t believe it said we were directed to retain it. 

Mr. Baas. You mean there is some doubt in your mind as to the 
intent of the Congress ? 
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General Carrer. I don’t believe it said we were directed to retain it. 
Mr. Bennett. You are right, General, you weren’t directed. 
General Carrer. (Aside.) 
sak CuairMan. The committee stands adjourned until 10 a. m., 
onday. 
(Whereupon, at 12:15 p. m., Friday, May 7, 1954, the committee was 
adjourned to 10 a. m., Monday, May 10, 1954.) 


Hovse or RepresENTATIVES, 
Commirrre ON ARMED SERVICES, 
Washington, D. C., Monday, May 10, 1954. 

The committee met at 10 a. m., the Honorable Dewey Short (chair- 
man of the committee) presiding. 

The Cuatrman. The committee will please be in order. 

When the committee recessed at the last meeting we had reached the 
Field Forces Facilities, the First Army Area, on page 4 of the bill. 

And the first. line item under that, Fort Devens, Mass., $2,297,000 
for troop housing. 

Mr. Mitier. What page was that again, Mr. Chairman? 

Mr. Ketiener. 108. 

General Carrer. Page 108 in the book, sir. It is actually right in 
front of this second book which you had. Yours is all in one book. 

Mr. Vinson. That is right. 

The Cuarrman. Yes. 

General Carrer. Page 109. 

The Cuarrman. Page 108 in the red book, yes. All right, General. 

General Carrer. There are two items included in the bill for the 
First Army, at Fort Devens, Mass., and Fort Dix, N. J. Fort Devens 
is shown on page 109 of the book. Devens is 30 miles north of Wor- 
cester, Mass., in Middlesex County. It has 10,000 acres of Govern- 
ment-owned land. Its strength on February 1, was 17,292. Its 
permanent strength is 10,000. : 

The only projects for Devens are 4 barracks for 263 men each, $1,- 
967,000, and one 60-man bachelor officers quarters, for $330,000. Those 
items are a portion of the barracks program which we discussed at the 
beginning of the hearing. 

Mr. Ketirurr. What is the total number of barracks you have at 
Devens now, General, of all kinds? 

General Carrer. Shown on page 110, on the form, it shows that we 
have in permanent construction at 72 square feet per man, 1,550 per- 
manent barracks spaces, 25,956 modified emergency. Those are actu- 
ally the World War I1-mobilization-type barracks. Ora total there at 
72 square feet per man, of about 26,000. 

At 60 square feet per man, the figure is 27,816. 

Mr. Jounson. What kind of a station is Devens? 

General Carrer. Fort Devens is a permanent station. It is for 
nondivisional units, reception center and a school. During World War 
IT it was an infantry, engineer, amphibious, WAC and Army service 
training center. The present mission is training for the 278th Regi- 
mental Combat Team and the Army Security Agency School. 

During mobilization it will be a reception center, continue the school, 
have Quartermaster unit training, Transportation Corps unit training, 
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training for nondivisional Reserve units of Ordnance, Finance, and 
Military Police. 

The Carman. You reached the peak of about 47,000 there in 
World War Il? 

General Carrer. That is correct, sir. 

.Mr..Vixson. Mr. Chairman, may I ask a question? 

The CuHarrman. Yes. 

Mr. Vinson. General, will you advise the committee what method 
is taken and how you go about to declare a facility a permanent base? 

General Carrer. It is a very detailed analysis and is worked out 
on the distribution of the long-range army—in other words, the 
army which we consider at this time we will have many years from 
now when this cold-war period is over. Working with the Army 
Field Forces and operations people who are responsible for trainin 
in the Department of the Army, they come up with the troop sudienh 
in divisions and in other units. 

Then we station those troops at the various installations which we 
have. We must go into the size of the installation, the number of 
ranges they have on the installation, the acres of ground, the perma- 
nent construction there, the operating cost, and all of those things. 

Mr. Vinson. Now I am just wondering how long does this Board 
have to consider all these matters before it reaches the decision. 

Down in the 3d Army area, at Camp Gordon, near Augusta, 
Ga., they have been considering for 3 or 4 years a decision as to 
whether to make Camp Gordon a permanent base. 

Now when are you going to reach any decision on all these that 
are pending? And who passes on them? Who is the final word? 
Bsc cog Carrer. The final word is the Secretary of the Army, Mr. 

inson. 

Mr. Vinson. Who makes the recommendations to the Secretary / 

Genera! Carrer. The recommendations to the Secretary are made 
by the Chief of Staff and the recommendations going up to the Chief 
of Staff are gathered together in my office, sent to the general, Gen- 
eral Palmer, who is the G—-4 of the Department of the Army. 

Mr. Vinson. Has the Chief of Staff made any recommendation on 
he ag activities to the Secretary that they be set up as permanent 

ases 

General Carrer. He has made recommendations on many stations. 
Mr. Vinson. Then you have a list of them here? I am just tryin 
to find out what is holding it all up. Is it the McCarthy hearing? 

General Carter. That is holding up quite a number of things, but 
not this particular thing. 

Mr. Vinson. Now, the reason, Mr. Chairman, I am making this 
inquiry : I think we can save some money in the contemplated housing 
bill if we could get the Department to designate certain activities 
. permanent bases. We could at least get Wherry houses built 
there. 

General Carrer. The Secretary of the Army has made decisions 
on a large number of stations within the Army. Those about which 
there has been no question raised, that is. In certain others, questions 
have been raised and the staff is now working on answering those. 
questions. Because the Secretary has directed that we not schedule 
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permanent construction at a station where there is any doubt about 
its permanency. 

Mr. Vinson. Now, all the recommendations made by the Joint 
Chiefs of Staff, then, have been recommended by the Seeretary in 
a them as permanent stations, up to date, by the Joint 
Staff? 

General Carrer. The Joint Chiefs of Staff, as far as I know, have 
never gotten into the recommendations of stations as to whether or 
not they are permanent. 

We have some difficulty in this long-range Army—what size the 
Army will be in 1980, for example, is a difficult problem. There are 
certain things under consideration now which will increase the 
number of divisions in that Army by reducing the size of the division 
and reducing the number of service troops which will change the 
mission of certain of these stations. 

That is one of the things that is holding up final declaration of 
some of the stations that are in question. 

Mr. Vinson. All right. 

The Cuairman. Without objection, Fort Devens is arpantets 

Mr. Jounson. Could I ask a question, Mr. Chairman ‘ 

The Cuarrman. Yes. 

Mr. Jonnson. General, on page 111, 1 want you to explain an item 
there, on the left, under B, 1-B. It says, “Units required for perma- 
nent use,” and then in parentheses it says “Regular Army only,” and 
in the next column, “Permanent construction, 83 spaces.” 

Now just what is the significance of that? Does that mean if there 
is a Reserve officer on duty there he can’t occupy a place? 

General Carrer. No, sir. That Regular Army only means simply 
this: For the permanent Army, long-range in 1980, we consider it 
will all be Regular Army. There will be no inductees in it or 
Reserve officers on active duty. 

Mr. Jounson. I know, but the present Army is about two-thirds 
officers on extended active duty, Reserve officers. 

General Carrer. Now, the Army strength, of course, today is 
around 1,400,000. When it reduces to less than a third of that, it 
will be staffed by Regular Army. However, under no stretch of the 
imagination do we intend that these bachelor officer quarter spaces 
would be assigned only to Regular Army officers. They will be 
assigned to any officer on duty. 

The Cuarrman. All right. Fort Devens is approved. 

Fort Dix, N.J. Page 112 of the book. 

General Carrer. Fort Dix is an infantry replacement training cen- 
ter, 18 miles south of Trenton, N. J. Its strength on February 1, was 
24,000 and its permanent strength is 18,000. There is only one item, 
“Bachelor officers quarters, 60-man,” which is discussed on page 113, 
which shows we have a requirement there in peacetime for the 60 
spaces, 

Phe CxHAtmMAN. Without objection, Dix is approved. 

The Second Army area, Fort Knox, Ky., $2 million. 

General Carter. On page 115 and following at 116 is the item for 
Fort Knox, which is 4 enlisted men’s barracks, $2,028,000. Fort Knox 
is the armored center, the Armored School, and the Third Armored 
Training Division. It has a Field Force Board and certain other 
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items. Its strength in February was 39,800. Its permanent strength 
is 23,000. 

These barracks are discussed at page 116. It shows we have 12,000 
barracks spaces there now. We need 15,400. This will provide 1,052. 

The Cuarrman. We own all 107,000 acres? 

General Carrer. Yes, sir. 

The Cuarrman. It is a large installation. 

Mr. Wickrersuam. Mr. Chairman, may I ask a question there? 

The Carman. Yes. 

Mr. WickersHaM. It is not your intention to move any of the fixed- 
wing or helicopter centers to any other area from Fort Knox, is it? 

General Carrer. We have a very great problem in the Department 
of the Army. Our light aviation training which we take up after the 
Air Force trains the pilots at San Marcos is conducted at Fort Sill. 
With the rapid increase in the numbers of people undergoing that 
training, plus the helicopter program, the Department of the Army 
is now working to try to find a place to train these extra pilots. 

Fort Knox has an airfield, Godman Field. It is a permanent field. 
It has some permanent facilities. It may be that we might want to 
move a piece of this school as it increases in size from Fort Sill to Fort 
Knox. 

Mr. WickersHuam. It is also possible that you might move a piece 
of it over to the Frederick Air Base, which you are now on and have 
a contract with Spartan ? 

General Carrer. Well, that is a difficult problem because if we move 
it to Frederick, we have a lot of construction to do, because Frederick 
has very little on it. There is hangar space, and that sort of thing, 
barracks, for the soldiers and-trainees, and the instructors, adminis- 
trative buildings, school buildings, and what not. So the bill to move 
it to Frederick would be a pretty big bill. 

We are trying to find a place where we have existing facilities with- 
out building anything. 

Mr. Harpy. Mr. Chairman, may I raise a question about this Fort 
Knox? 

The Crarrman,. Yes. 

Mr. Harpy. General, the last time I was out there, Fort Knox was 
then in the midst of a great big construction program of permanent 
barracks. 

General Carrer. That is right, sir. 

Mr. Harpy. They are pretty well completed ? 

General Carrer. They are completed. They are shown or they are 
included in this 12,000 figure. 

Mr. Harpy. I think that is based on a paneer, permanent peace- 
time, requirement that you have here, added on to this other thousand 
here. 

General Carter. That is correct, sir. 

Mr. Harpy. I notice that you have out there at the present time 
34,000 men, ad you expect your permanent peacetime complement to 
be 19,000. I am talking about enlisted personnel. Where have you 
all the rest of these 34,000 housed ? 

General Carrer. If you will look on page 116 you will see that we 
have 32,485 spaces in mobilization barracks. And we have this 12,000 
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in permanent. That gives us a total there now of 47,000. So that we 
have the barracks space there to put these people in. 

Mr. Harpy. Well, that is not exactly barracks, is it, General ? 

General Carrer. Yes, sir. Those in the second column are mobiliza- 
tion barracks. 

Mr. Harpy. They are called modified emergency construction. 

General Carrer. Well, in order to use one column, the top line, as 
you know—practically all of our temporary barracks are either 63-man 
mobilization barracks which were built during World 

ar II. 

Now, the new construction that we have, where we use modified 
emergency, is a similar type, except it is one-story, and we believe it 
is cheaper than the old barracks. 

The Cuamman. These are permanent new facilities, according to 
standard plans. 

General Carrer. That is correct, sir. The new ones are permanent. 

The Cnarrman. What is this three? You have the number of 
stories, three. 

General Carrer. Three stories. 

The Cnatrman. This is not a new type of construction. 

General Carrer. No, sir; that is exactly the same as the ones that 
have just been completed at Fort Knox. 

The Cuarrman. But it is 25-year construction ? 

General Carrer. Twenty-five-year life; yes, sir. 

Mr. Vinson. Mr. Chairman, may I ask one question? 

The Cuamman. Yes. 

Mr. Vinson. Now on all these houses, do you have architects to 
draw plans for each base or do you have a standard plan that you 
advertise to the contractors ¢ 

General Carrer. We have a standard plan. The only thing that 
has to be done is to take the standard plans and adapt them to the 
site—in other words, draw the utility connections and adapt it to the 
topography so you can get the excavation and all that sort of thing. 
But they are alike. 

Mr. Vinson. Can you get the architect to do that, or can’t the con- 
tractor do that ? 

General Carrer. Well, when we advertise for bids we have to have 
the plans and specifications, of course, ready. That site adaptation is 
either done by an architect engineer—in fact, in 99 pereent of the 
cases it is done by an architect engineer. In a very few cases it will 
be done by civil-service employees in the district engineer’s office. 

The Cuarrman. Without objection, Fort Knox is approved. 

Mr. Bares. Mr. Chairman, can I just ask two general questions? 

The Cuatrman. Yes. 

Mr. Bares. This is not really armored training down there? 

General Carrer. It is a training division. 

Mr. Bares. Is it for armored today? Is it? 

General Carrer. The division that is there is not an armored divi- 
sion. It trains regular replacements. But Fort Knox has the 
armored school and does have some armored units. But the division 
as such could not be called out and sent into action as an armored 
division. It is a replacement training center. 


Mr. Bray. I believe I might explain that rather fully. It is the 
armored center there, and is the armored school, armored replacement 
training center and certain experimental work. But the division is 
called the Third Armored Division, but it is purely a training center 
like any other outfit. They merely designated that as a division for 
certain reasons. I believe that is correct. 

General. Carrer. That is correct. 

Mr. Bares. Now, second, what function do they perform as far as 
providing logistical control and assistance for the protection of the 
gold down there? 

General Carrer. As part of the security mission of the station; 
of course, we all know that Fort Knox has the depository for the gold 
reserves and one of the main reasons it was put there initially was 
because we did have the troops. They do provide certain guards 
around the area now. Then, of course, in the event of an emergency, 
we have the troops there to protect it. 

Mr. Bares. But aren't most of your guards civilians? 

General Carter. They probably are. I really do not know the 
answer to that question. 

The Cuarrman. All right. We will approve Fort Knox. 

The Third Army, Fort Benning, Ga. All these items in the Third 
Army, Fort Benning, Fort Bragg, and Fort Campbell, carry con- 
siderable sums of money, $8, $6, and $7 million, respectively. 

General Carrer. Fort Benning, which is shown at page 118: 

Fort Benning is one of our largest stations. During World War II 
there were 95,000 troops trained there. It was occupied by the Army 
in 1919. We own 182,741 acres. There are 132 acres leased. 

The entire project there for Benning is a part of the barracks and 
bachelor officers quarters program, 16 enlisted men’s barracks at 
$7,869,000, and one bachelor officers quarters for $330,000. 

The details of the requirement for the barracks is shown on page 119. 

We have 12,768 barracks spaces in permanent construction now. 
We require for the permanent army 23,034. This project provides 
4,208. 

Mr. Harpy. Mr. Chairman. 

The CrarrMan. Yes. 

Mr. Harpy. General, will you explain the difference between that 
4,208 and that 5,050? Maybe you have done that before. I have ref- 
erence to the total column. 

General Carrer. Yes, sir. The first column, permanent construc- 
tion, shows the spaces at 72 square feet per man. 

Mr. Harpy. 5,050 is 60 square feet. 

General Carrer. The last column shows them at 60. 

Mr. Harpy. Thank you. 

The CuHatrrman. Without objection, Fort Benning is approved. 

Fort Bragg. 

General Carrer. Fort Bragg is shown on page 121. Its mission is 
the tactical training of an airborne division, training of air trans- 
portation, helicopter units, headquarters of the 18th Airborne Corps, 
Board No. 1 of Army Field Forces, and the Psychological Warfare 
Center. Its strength in September was 35,000. Its permanent 
strength is slightly larger than that, 36,000. 

Its World War IT peak was 138,000. 
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The “aeapee at Fort Bragg are really in two parts. The last two 
items shown on the list on page 121, for 10 barracks and 2 bachelor 
officers quarters are a part of the long-range barracks program. 

The other items are for construction which is required to operate 
Smith Lake Field, which is a small airfield a few miles from the 
main post at Fort Bragg, where the light aircraft and helicopters of 
Fort Bragg are based. 

As you all know, we have Pope Air Force Base within the installa- 
tion at Fort Bragg. However, that Air Force base is completely 
utilized by the Air Force and we are not able to use it for our helieop- 
ters and for our light planes. 

The Air Force objects violently and I don’t blame them, because, of 
course, those windmills and those light planes mixed around with jets 
makes a very, very dangerous operation. These projects, the ware- 
house, the roads and parking areas, the operation and administration 
building, oil storage buildings, a small hanger, control tower and a 
fuel dispensing system, will add to the facilities at Smith Lake Field 
so that it can be used properly. 

The strip is there now. 

The Cuarrman. Since this is mostly permanent construction, why 
do you make those sheds or storage facilities temporary? Just for the 
lack of funds ¢ 

General Carrer. It is modified emergency, 10-year life construction 
that we are planning for this. 

The Cuarrman. But you are storing some of those parts now out 
in the open, I understand, with tarpaulins over them. 

General Carrer. That is right. 

The existing storage field at Smith Lake Field consists of two 
temporary sheds. The combined area of the sheds, which is approxi- 
mately 2.2 miles from the maintenance area, is 9,000 square feet, which 
is 6,000 square feet less than we require. 

As a temporary expedient, portions of the current stock are stored 
in the open and covered with tarpaulins. 

Mr. , eanpamay The Chairman’s question, General, is why are these 
temporary rather than permanent? 

General Carrer. In Dercloning the program it was felt that the 
mission for Smith Lake Field was for the interim Army and not for 
the long-range Army. 

So these facilities, which are of concrete block construction, with 
wooden roofs, were cheaper and we therefore decided to program 
them for that type of construction. 

Mr. Kixpay. One question, Mr. Chairman. 

The CHarrman. Yes. 

Mr. Kitpay. Has Pope Field ever been transferred to the Air Force, 
General ? 

General Carrer. Specifically, I don’t believe it actually has. 

There is an agreement between the Army and the Air Force for 
Pope Field so that the Air Force is programing construction and the 
Air Force has their complete control of the field. 

Mr. Kitpay. Of course, it is all part of Fort Bragg and the building 
comes up to a street, I believe, that divides Bragg from Pope. 

General Carrer. It is included within the bounds of Fort Bragg: 
yes, sir. 
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Mr. Kitpay. Is there any real reason why Pope Field is retained 
by the Army, practically? I don’t know of any other Air Force 
installation like this. 

General Carrer. We have two which we—Lawson Field at Fort 
Benning is still, we will say, in the polite-discussion stage. 

At Pope Field, the decision has been made that the Air Force will 
retain it. Exactly whether any real estate action has taken place, 
T don’t know. 

Mr. Knott, do you know ? 

Mr. Knorr. No, sir. 

General Carrer. It has not. 

Mr. Kivpay. The Air Force is more or less a tenant on the Army 
installation ? 

General Carrer. Well, to all intents and purposes, Mr. Kilday, it 
is an Air Force base. 

Mr. Kivpay. That is what I understand. 

General Carrer. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Kiipay. But they don’t own it. And I believe the Army takes 
care of the installation. 

General Carrer. Well, to all intents and purposes, Mr. Kilday, it 
is an Air Force base. 

Mr. Kitpay. That is what I understand. 

General Carrer. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Kitpay. But they don’t own it. And I believe the Army takes 
care of the maintenance and repair? 

General Carrer. We do, but on a reimbursable basis. It is pretty 
difficult to split these things up. For example, the main sewer line 
from the sewage disposal plant to the main post at Fort Bragg runs 
right through Pope Field. 

The sewage plant is on one side, and the main post is on the other. 

The other utility lines are in the same shape. 

Mr. Kitpay. That is all, Mr. Chairman. 

Mr. Jounson. Mr. Chairman, could I ask one question ? 

The Cuarrman. All right. 

Mr. Jonnson. I was down at Fort Bragg several months ago and 
I saw dozens of buildings being built there; I don’t know for what 


‘ 
ow, are those included in this group of buildings or is that in 
the last fiscal year’s authorization ? 

General Carrer. That is in the last—well, actually, in fiscal ’52 the 
funds for those were authorized and inf HE the majority of 


them, and the largest program there is the barracks construction pro- 
gram, which is included in the 12,000 that I show here as existing. 

That 12,768 is either existing or under construction. 

The Cuairman, Without objection, Pope-Bragg is approved. 

Go ow to Fort Campbell, Ky. 

General Carrer. Fort Campbell has two items. Fort Campbell 
is 7 miles north of Clarksville, Tenn. It is actually right on the 
Tennessee-Kentucky border and lies in both States. 

The mission is for basic and tactical training of an airborne division, 
and miscellaneous nordivision units. Its strength in September was 
22,391. Its permanent strength is larger than that, 33,921. 
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During World War II its peak strength was 49,000. There are 
two items there: 14 barracks at $6,885,000, and a motor park, hard- 
stands for motor park to go with shops which have been authorized 
and completed, of $181,000. 

In the original authorization for those shops, we had only included 
sufficient hardstand to get in and out of the shops. It has.developed 
that we must have additional 38,000 square yards to park the equip- 
ment outside, out of the mud, while it is being, or between times it is 
being worked on. 

The CHairman. Without objection, Fort Campbell is approved. 

Fourth Army area, Fort Bliss, Tex. 

It covers a lot of ground there. You will notice the total acreage 
there is 969,000. That is not all in Texas. That must be a hunk of 
New Mexico. |[Laughter.] 

Mr. Mixier. That is just a small range down there, Mr. Chairman. 

General Carrer. In addition to that—off the record. 

(Statement off the record.) 

Mr. Mitier. Just a small ranch down there, Mr. Chairman. 

The Cuamman. Yes. 

Explain to us briefly Fort Bliss. 

General Carrer. At Fort Bliss, we have three. projects, 37 small 
barracks, 20 large, 263-man barracks, and four 60-man_ bachelors’ 
officers’ quarters. The total is $13,453,000. 

The CHamman. You certainly need them. A subcommittee of this 
committee was out there about a month, 6 weeks ago. It was almost 
a disgrace, some of the shacks and hovels that those poor fellows were 
living in, 2 or 3 men in a room the size of a cracker box. I was 
ashamed. Particularly after they staged such a wonderful. antiair- 
craft firing demonstration. 

Mr. Vinson. Mr. Chairman, I move—— 

The Cuairman, All right, Fort Bliss is approved. 

Mr. Vinson. That is right. 

The Cuatrman. Go on to Fort Hood. 

We stopped alsoat Fort Hood on our return. 

General Carrer. Fort Hood is another very large installation, 
163,394 acres of Government-owned land. 

Fort Hood is a training post for two armored divisions. Now, there 
has been a great deal of discussion as to why we put two armored 
divisions at Fort Hood, rather than keep an armored here and another 
armored division at another place. 

The answer is shown on the block right here on this sheet: 163,394 
acres of land. Fort Hood is about the only division training station 
in the United States where we can fire all of the division tank weap- 
ons. That is the reason that we are stationing both of these divisions 
with a corps headquarters to control the divisions at Fort Hood. 

The projects included at Hood are—it is a rather long list which we 
can insert in the record if you would like, sir. 

Mr. Vinson. Mr. Chairman, in view of the fact all of the informa- 
tion is set forth commencing on page 139 and running down to page 
150, giving full information, I move that the item be approved. 

— eee Without objection, Fort Hood is approved. 

ort Sill. 
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General Carrer. On page 162 we show the information concerning 
Fort Sill. It is 4 miles north of Lawton, Okla. 

Its mission is tactical and technical training of artillery units of the 
Army, with all its components, summer training of National Guard 
and Reserve and ROTC. 

It also has the Artillery School, the Army Aviation School, a field 
artillery replacement training center, and a reception center. 

Its present strength, or the strength in September was 25,000. Its 
permanent strength is 15,000. 

In World War I, it reached a strength of 60,000. 

There are 4 items: 2 aircraft hangars for the Army aviation school, 
20,000 square feet each, $734,000, and additional hardstand, and then 
5 barracks and 1 bachelor officers’ quarters which are part of the 
quarters program. 

The requirement for the two aircraft hangars is explained in great 
—_ on page 163 of the books. These hangars will be a standard 

an. 

. Mr. Vinson. Approve it. 

Mr. WickersHaM. Mr. Chairman, may I ask a question here? 

The Yes. 

Mr. WicxerswaM. I notice you say it is important because of the 
need of housing, and these hangars there, yet, you are not asking— 
you are asking for authorization but not appropriation for the full 
amount. Do you intend to ask for that next year ¢ 

General Carrer. The hangars, sir—if you will check on page 163 
we are asking for the appropriation for the full amount. 

Mr. Wickxersnam. For the hangars? 

General Carrer. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Wickersuam. But not the barracks? 

General Carrer. Not the barracks. That is part of the discussion 
as I discussed at the beginning of the hearings. When these books 
were printed we had not requested appropriation for the barracks 
program. However, since that time the Secretary of Defense has 
approved an appropriation request which will include funds for these 
barracks. 

Mr. WickersuaAm. Which will come 

General Carrer. Which will come up. 

Mr. WickersHaM. One more question. 

Have you found the contracts with Spartan that you mentioned 
here very helpful, beneficial, and economical? 

General Carrer. We have found them very helpful and very 
economical. 

In fact, they are doing a job for us that under our limited facilities 
regarding mechanics and what not we just couldn’t do ourselves. 

Mr. Wickersuam. Would it not be better to have more of those? 


General Carter. We are working toward that very definitely, to 
not only have contracts for this maintenance-type work but eventu- 
ally we expect to have contracts for some of our pilot training, both 
helicopter and light aviation. 

The Cuairman. Without objection, Fort Sill is approved. 
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FIFTH ARMY AREA, CAMP CARSON, COLO. AND FORT RILEY 


General Carrer. Camp Carson and Camp Hale, a subpost of Car- 
son, which is up in the mountains about 12,000 feet, is an Infantry 
division post. I wish you would note there the strength is 17,190 
at the time these books were printed. I believe it is much larger than 
that today. 

The permanent strength is shown as 19,000, 

The projects listed are for two latrines and two messes as Camp 
Hale, with one barracks at Camp Hale. The remainder of the pro- 
gram is for 13 barracks, 2 bachelors’ officers’ quarters, and the relo- 
cation of certain buildings, which is a part of the long-range barracks 
pro 

I was out at Camp Carson myself about 2 weeks ago. The division 
is there. They are in barracks now. The mobilization barracks that 
are there are taking complete care of the troops. 

The Cuamman. What was it that you moved from Carson to Fort 
Leonard Wood last fall? 

General Carter. We moved—there may have been some small engi- 
neer units that moved from Carson to Wood. The 31st Division 
moved, of course, to Carson. We made Carson a division training 
post, for the reason largely because of Camp Hale. It is our one 
mountain training station in the United States. 

The Cuarrman. Do you have a reception center at Carson? 

General Carrer. I can answer that, sir; I don’t believe we do. 

The Cuarrman. You moved the reception center from Crowder to 
Carson. Now, I understand you moved it from Carson back to Leonard 
Wood. And I am geting a good deal of criticism, naturally, since 
Crowder is in my district. 

General Carrer. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Bray, Mr. Chairman. 

The Cuarrman. Yes, 

Just a minute—yes, go ahead. 

Mr. Bray. Well, gentlemen, I want to go into this matter with 
considerable detail. 

Now, some remarks that I make may be classified. If they are, I 
will check them over carefully and see they are taken out. 

This Camp Carson is a typical—I hope not typical example of how 
permanent posts are teh 5 We have abandoned skeleton posts all 
over the United States that cost American people billions of dollars. 
At times it appears that we abandon one post so we can build new 
ones. 

The Army wanted to move the 31st Division from Camp Atter- 
bury, Ind. Frankly, the vicinity around Atterbury never wanted 
a camp located there. However, the Army said that it was an ideal 
location so it wasn’t opposed. And it is one of the nicest camps I have 
ever seen. Last year we were told by the Army that the 31st Divi- 
sion would be moved to some permanent post, that they were getting 
rid of the temporary camps in the United States. - ) 

I asked where the 31st Division would be moved? Several places 
were mentioned as possible locations. But Camp Carson was never 
mentioned. At that time Camp Carson was a small camp with only 
one combat team located there. 
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_ Lrealized, and I think most other people interested realized, that 
temporary camps should be done away with before permanent camps. 
However, I must admit the location of some permanent camps Is a 
joke on the service. . 

This 31st Division was then moved to Camp Carson. To get it 
in there they had to move a combat team away from Camp Carson 
to another location, I believe at Fort Knox. 

Of course, these divisions moving in and moving out crossed each 
other on the way, which is difficult to reconcile as an economy move. 

Then I called the Pentagon and asked why they moved the 31st 
Division to a temporary camp and whether Camp Carson was going 
to need any improvements. I talked with various secretaries and 
various offices of the Armed Forces on this matter. I got numerous 
Pre he I am not going to embarrass any specific one by quoting 

em. 

However, the statement was made that this move to Camp Carson 
would not necessitate one dime of expense. 

Furthermore, the 31st Division, which is there, is soon to be deac- 
tivated, at least, some change made in the status. I don’t know ex- 
actly what that is. I kept in touch with certain officers of the division 
who felt it was a very foolish move. I believe over $100 million has 
been spent at Atterbury. It is an ideal — 

In spite of all these promises this bill asks over $7 million to build 
permanent installations at Camp Carson which is a temporary post. 
And you notice every other post in which permanent improvements 
are asked is classed as a fort. 

I called the Pentagon and asked whether that Camp Carson was a 

rmanent post. And finally after much talking around they said no. 
Then the press called the Pentagon and wanted to know if Carson 
was a permanent post. The answer was “No, it is not a permanent 
post, but we have to maintain Camp Hale.” 

Well, nobody is going to object to a small expenditure at Camp 
Hale. I believe it is $46,072. 

The Army is asking for $7 million. And if you let them get the 
foot in the door with this $7 million, they will ask for many millions 
in. the future. 

Next. year they will come and want another $7 to $15 million and 
these demands will continue on and on. And apparently either the 
Army has decided that this should be a permanent post since I talked 
to them less than 6 months ago, which certainly is a lack of care and 
thought on this important subject or they deliberately misrepresented 
this:-matter to me when I was told that no money was to be spent to 
improve Camp Carson. 

ow, if you have arrived at a plan to put a permanent fort here—— 

Mr. Suarer. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. Bray. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Suarer. The fact that forts and camps and so forth are termed 
“permanent posts” and “temporary posts” and so forth doesn’t mean 
a thing. Because they took Camp Custer in my district and made 
a fort of it. It is supposed to be a permanent post. 

If you can find any money being spent there, any soldiers being 
maintained there, any activity whatever, outside of the good fishing 
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they have on the reservation for a few in a housekeeping unit, I will 
eat your shirt. 

No, it doesn’t mean a thing, fort or camp, either one. I think I 
would rather have a “camp.” [Laughter.] 

Mr. Bray. But frankly, if it is only $7 million you are going to 
throw in, it would not be so bad, but next year it will be more and 
more. 

Mr. Vinson. May I ask what is your suggestion now ? 

Mr. Bray. My suggestion is to put this matter over, make no 
authorization at this time. This matter should be carefully studied. 

Because if the Army planned this more than 6 months they cer- 
tainly misrepresented this matter to me and all others concerned. 

It seems like this is poor planning. Everyone at Camp Carson is 
well housed, so why spend $7 million? 

It cost an enormous amount of money to make a permanent . 
We all know that. Now, I don’t object to the expenditure on Camp 
Hale up there in the mountains. 

It seems like very little thought has been given to this important 
subject. 

his $7 million expenditure for Camp Carson caused one newspaper 
to carry a cartoon showing a seeing-eye hog instead of a seeing-eye 
dog, leading the Army. 

So at least before you start this grandiose plan, costing perhaps 
$100,000 in the end, I think the Army ought to think it over for more 
than 90 days. 

General Carrer. I can say this, sir, it was thought over much more 
than 90 days. 

Mr. Bray. Then why did the Army misrepresent this matter to me? 

General Carrer. I beg to disagree with you, if I may, sir. 

. What they told you at the time was that no decision was made on 
the matter, and it was a temporary station. 

Mr. Bray. General, they did not say that no decision was made. 
They said no money was planned to be spent there. 

General Carter. That is a correct statement, and at the time, no 
money was planned to be spent. 

And as I stated initially in this project we did not and do not need 
these barracks at Camp Chicks to take the division that was moved 
ere. The division is all there, and as I say, they are in very good 
buildings. 

However, bee a Carson has been determined as a permanent station 
and a Wherry bill project is being put in for it. 

I will make a motion that this matter be put over until a later time. 

Mr. Mitter Would the gentleman object to those things, latrines 
and messes, that are apparently essential out there? If you will read 
the thing, you will notice the justification for them, particularly the 
latrines. 

Mr. Bray. Mr. Miller, those first three items are for Camp Hale. 
It is not even at Camp Carson. It is up in the mountains. It is an 
experimental station. 

Certainly, I wouldn’t object to those three. They should be there. 
But I am talking about. the $6,393,000 for permanent barracks at Car- 
son. Every one at Camp Carson is well housed. That is why I am 
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chjncting, to the permanent barracks at Camp Carson. I am not 
against the hold up at Camp Hale. 

The Cuairman. We will pass this item temporarily. 

Mr. Vinson. Wait one minute, Mr. Chairman. 

Do I understand the gentleman from Indiana suggests that we 
strike out Camp Carson ? 

Mr. Bray. No, sir. 

The last—— 

Mr. Vinson. What is your point? 

Mr. Bray. The last three items. * 

Mr. Murr. The items for which they are not asking appropriation. 

Mr. Bray. Yes; the items for which they are not asking appro- 
priations. 

Mr. Vinson. Oh. Then it is merely a reduction in the amount. 

Mr. Bray. That is right. 

The Cuarrman. From $7,491,000 to $164,000, 

Mr. Keiiener. That is right. 

The Cuarrman. That is what you want; isn’t it? 

Mr. Bray. That is right. That is correct. 

Mr. Vinson. With the idea that they may utilize Camp Atterbury ¢ 

Mr. Bray. No, sir. 

If they don’t need Camp Atterbury, I would not say it should be 
used. I don’t want to waste the taxpayers’ money. But I believe it 
was foolish to move the 31st Division from Atterbury. 

Mr. Vinson. Why are you striking these items out? 

Mr. Bray. Well, to take more time to study the matter. The Army 
is abandoning excellent posts, yet want millions for installations as 
for Camp Atterbury—I was over there a week ago Saturday. It isa 
beautiful camp. Everything is in fine shape. I think they are still 
putting some installations in it. They were a short time ago. 

What Iam saying: To go into a temporary camp, still called a camp 
and not a fort, and start putting up $7 million worth of permanent 
— arrived at—I don’t know the reason they arrived at that 
idea. 

Mr: Vinson. May I ask this: Is this the sole item in this bill where 
on a temporary camp they are putting permanent barracks? 

Mr. Bray. It is the only item. 

General Carter. May I make a statement, sir? 

Camp Carson has been determined as a permanent station and ap- 
proved by the Secretary as a permanent station. That is why it 
appears in this bill. 

Mr. Vinson. You have a different situation, then, Mr. Bray. 

Mr. Bray. When was that done? 

General Carter. The date, I do not have, Mr. Bray. But it was late 
last fall. It was during the month of December, I believe. 

Mr. Bray. In Februar 

General Carrer. Can 
the record ? 

Mr. Bray. In February I discussed this matter with two of your 
Secretaries and several officers and there was no mention of Carson 
being designated as a permanent post. 

I said, “What additional buildings are going to be built at Carson?” 

They said, “We will not need one dime; everything is done.” That 


give you the exact date, and supply it for 
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is what they told me in February and apparently from what you say 
they reached that decision in December. 

Mr. Vinson. I think the point is well made. If it is made a per- 
manent establishment then we are warranted to do it. But if it is a 
temporary place I do not think we ought to put permanent barracks 
on temporary bases. 

General Carrer. It is definitely —— 

Mr. Vinson. I want to ask you for the record are there any perma- 
nent barracks being put on temporary camps or forts or bases in this 
book ? 

General Carrer. No, sir, there are not. 

Mr. Vinson. Then if it is permanent, Mr. Chairman, I think we 
are warranted in approving it. If it is not permanent it ought not to 
be approved. 

Mr. Bares. Mr. Chairman. 

Mr. Jonnson. Mr. Chairman, can’t we just pass this temporarily ? 

The Cuarrman. I would like to discuss it a little more. 

Mr. Bates. 

Mr. Bares. General, what is your long-range program here? What 
is it going to cost? 

General Carrer. It will cost, as Mr. Bray has said, before we finally 
complete this station, many years from now, a large amount of money. 
‘This is the first permanent construction going into Camp Carson. 

Mr. Bates. Now, don’t we have enough permanent bases in the coun- 
try today and those that have enough permanent facilities to enlarge 
some of those, rather than starting out on a new big program? 

General Carrer. No, sir, we don’t. The whole mission of the Arm 
is to get into its large permanent installations as you know, which is 
saving money. 

The Cuarrman. It is a long-range planning and it will be econom- 
ical in the end. 

General Carrer. That is right, sir. 

The Cuarrman. To make permanent structures. 

Mr. Harpy. Mr. Chairman, I do think it would be helpful if we had 
some idea as to what they anticipated to be the total cost of the per- 
manent installation. We are starting off here now with a $7 million 
oni ana Are we going to be asked for $50 million more next 
year 
_ Mr. Vrxson. Probably more than that before we are through. 

General Carrer. We can give you the estimated figure for the total 
requirement for permanent construction to finally complete this camp. 
I do not have it mght here with me at this moment. 

The Cuarman, Let’s pass it over temporarily. Go to Fort Riley. 

Mr. Vinson. Approve it and let’s move along. 

General Carter. Fort Riley, shown on page 175. 

The Cuarrman. It is an old cavalry camp. 

It was established in 1853. 

Mr. Vinson. I move we approve it, Mr. Chairman. 

ta Cuarrman. All right, without objection, Fort Riley is ap- 

roved, 
Sixth Army Area. 
Fort. Lewis, Wash. 
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General Carrer. Fort Lewis is a permanent station 16 miles south- 
west of Tacoma. It has an infantry division and related units, 
engineer, and tank units. Present strength is 27,730. Its permanent 
strength is 43,000. It has 84,000—it has 86,000 acres of land. Also 
available to Fort Lewis for training is the Yakima range. The pro- 
gram there is for barracks and extension of utility systems to go with 
the barracks, and the bachelor officers’ quarters. 

The Cuatrman. I think the Chair received a letter from Congress- 
the barracks, and the bachelors officers’s quarters. 

Mr. Congressman Magnuson. 

The Cuarrman. Congressman Magnuson. 

Mr. Ketiener. Yes, sir. 

The Cuarrman. Congressman Magnuson. What was his query? 

Mr. Keiener. His letter is dated April 14, 1954, and, in substance, 
it urges the construction of a sewage treatment plant at Fort Lewis, 
not as an item for the installation itself, but to prevent pollution of 
waters in that area. 

You will recall you wrote the Army about that, asking for their 
views, and you received a letter recently. If you would like, I will 
re the three pertinent paragraphs of it which summarize it pretty 
well. 

The Cuarrman. Yes. 

Mr. (reading) : 


Military installations on the Fort Lewis Reservation include Fort Lewis, Madi- 
gan Army Hospital, Mount Rainier Ordnance Depot, McChord Air Force Base, 
the United States Veterans’ Hospital and the Du Pont Village housing develop- 
ment. All of these installations are presently discharging untreated sewage into 
Puget Sound with some contamination of the water and adjacent beaches. The 
State of Washington and adjacent communities have, in recent years, urged the 
commanding general of Sixth Army and the Department of the Army to construct 
proper sewage treatment facilities so as to alleviate the alleged nuisance and 
sanitary hazard. 

The Sixth Army in the past has submitted this project as a portion of its 
construction requirements for the fiscal years 1952, 1953, 1954, and 1955. In 
each of these years the project was deferred by one of the reviewing agencies 
for failure to measure up to the then-applicable criteria for public works sub- 
mission. In the fiscal year 1952 program it was deferred by the Bureau of the 
‘Budget. The Department of the Army deleted the project from the fiscal year 
1953 program and similar action in fiscal year 1954 was taken by the Director of 
Installations, Office of the Secretary of Defense. 

The project was resubmitted by the commanding general, Sixth Army, in 
August 1953 as a part of the proposed fiscal year 1955 program. Review in 
the Department of the Army resulted in favorable consideration and on Decem- 
ber 17, 1953, the project was included at an estimated cost of $793,000 in a 
$408 million program submitted to the Secretary of Defense. On January 6, 
1954, the Assistant Secretary of Defense (Properties and Installations) re- 
turned the Army program for review and reduction in light of expenditure 
objectives established by the Secretary of Defense on December 19, 1953. The 
portion of the expenditure objective assigned military construction for fiscal 
year 1955 was $250 million. This objective became an overriding criterion and, 
since the sewage disposal plant at Fort Lewis is not operationally necessary to 
the Army, it was deferred along with approximately 75 percent of the program 
originally submitted to the Secretary of Defense. 

Attached is a copy of the justification data form applying to the project 

which includes a brief description, a justification statement, and its estimated 
cost. . 
The Department of the Army agrees that the sewage disposal plant is a 
worthy project and would welcome its authorization. Unless there is relief from 
the expenditure objective, however, the construction might not be undertaken 
until fiscal year 1956 or fiscal year 1957. 
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I trust that the foregoing is sufficient for your purposes. Mr. Magnuson's 
letter is returned herewith as you requested. 
Sincerely yours, 
C. J. Hauck, Jr., 
Colonel, GS, Chief, Legislative Liaison. 

I believe General Carter is prepared to express the Army’s views on 
that, if you would like further information. 

The Cuarrman. We would like any comment you have to make. 

General Carrer. This is one of many projects, sir, we had to delete 
because of the expenditure limitation. It is a necessary project. In 
fact, there were several other sewage disposal plants included in the 
same bill. There were 4, to be exact, 4 others, 5 in all. 

This project is a necessary project and if it is authorized and funds 
are appropriated for it, we might be able to get it started during 
the next fiscal year or the first fiscal year thereafter, depending on 
the expenditure limitations and progress on other things. 

The Cuarmman. And priorities, other priorities? 

General Carrer. And priorities, that is right, sir. 

The Cramman. I think that is a matter—— 

Mr. Vinson. Mr. Chairman, as I understand it, it is not only on 
account of the Fort Lewis, but it is to take care of the situation in 3 
or 4 towns and cities around there. 

General Carrer. No, sir. Those are all adjuncts of Fort Lewis. 
It is entirely to take care of the military requirement. 

Mr. Vinson. All right. 

The Cuamman. Mr. Miller. 

Mr. Mixxer. Mr. Chairman, I happen to be san ange familiar 
with Fort Lewis, having been there since its inception, for a long 
time during World War I. That soil up there is porous. On this 
site are a number of Government installations. The matter of sew- 
age disposal is one of the things that to me is most important in these 
eases. It is the place where we can ruin waters through pollution, 
and not only the national resources, but esthetically too, if something 
isn’t done about it, 

Now it looks to me some place up and down somebody will be 
saying “Maybe the Veterans’ Administration is involved or someone 
else.” If you take care of just part of it, we are not getting the job 
done. I think this sewage disposal is highly important and should 
be taken care of. 

The Cuatmman. Mr. Hardy. 

Mr. Harpy. Mr. Chairman, I would just like to raise this one 
question. Maybe the general can answer it. I would like to know 
what the civilian communities out there are doing on this question of 
pollution. Now are they taking care of their end of the problem? 

General Carrer. It is my understanding, sir, that they are. 

Mr. Harpy. If they are taking care of it, Mr. Chairman, it is abso- 
lutely inexcusable for the Federal Government to be dumping more 
sewage in there. We have had the same situation down our way. And 
I will tell you right now, I will vote to put it in there if the civilian 
communities are taking care of their problem. 

Mr. Hess. On the other hand, the civilian communities invite the 
military there. Then after they have the military there they expect 
the military to pay for it. 
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Mr. Harpy. As a general rule, the civilian communities, if they 
have the facilities, will invite the military to utilize those facilities. 
I know we did that. It is a joint proposition. 

Mr. Jounson. Will the gentleman yield to me? We have the 
identical situation in a place near Stockton, where I live. That hap- 
pens to be just nothing but a village, but they did have a sanitary 
sewer system of their own, and the Army came in and took up thou- 
sands of acres of land and just ruined the whole situation. I think 
we ought to take care of it. 

Mr. Harpy. I think very definitely we ought not to let 

Mr. Jounson. We should not help to ruin these little towns near 
military installations. 

Mr. Mutrr. May I ask: How big is the village of Du Pont? It 
used to be just a handful of houses. 

General Carrer. It is still small. 

Mr. Mitxrr. That is the only civilian installation around it. 

General Carrer. And it is completely surrounder by Fort Lewis. 

Mr. Miutirr. It is surrounded by the Army. In my time the village 
of Du Pont didn’t consist of 40 houses, in 1917. 

General Carrer. I don’t think it is much bigger now. It couldn’t 
be much bigger, because there is no more ‘asd available. It is 
surrounded. 

The Cuairman. I notice in the footnote, General, you say that, 
“This practice of dumping or discharging untreated sewage directly 


into Puget Sound is in violation of both Presidential directive and 
Washington State law.” 
Mr. Mitxer. That is right. 


General Carrer. That is correct, sir. 

The Crarmman. Well, how have you been getting by with it? 

Mr. Mirxier. Because it is the Government, Mr. Chairman. I can 
cite you other places where it has been done. 

General Carrer. We have the same situation at the Jet Propulsion 
Laboratory in California, where we have a $159,000 sewage disposal 
plant required. We have the same situation at the Richmond Quar- 
termaster Depot, which is for the purchase of a small amount of land 
and $93,000 for a sewage disposal plant. 

We have the same situation at Fort Hamilton, N. Y. That is a 
large one, $450,000. And then Fort Lewis, those were the ones 
which were included in this program. 

The Cuatrman. Fort Lewis is over $700,000? 

General Carter. For Lewis is $793,000. It is to serve a popula- 
tion of 70,000, of course. 

The Cuarreman. Off the record here. 

(Statement off the record.) 

Mr. Vinson. Mr. Chairman, may I make this suggestion 

The Cuatrman. We will try to reach the Navy tomorrow. We 
have to hurry. 

Mr. Vinson. Mr. Chairman, may I make this observation? The 
General says the reason these items for sewage disposal are not in- 
cluded in this bill is because of the limitation placed by the Depart- 
ment of Defense. There are a great many other important items that 
would have been included in this bill, had it not been for the limitation ; 
isn’t that correct ? 
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General Carrer. That is correct, sir. iY 

Mr. Vinson. Now if we open it up for one, why not open it up all 
down the line? 

The CuairMan. That isa difficulty and it is a matter that the execu- 
tive department will have to decide, rather than a legislative commit- 
tee. They know their mission and their task and they have to assign 
priorities. This committee can’t do it antolasently. 

Mr. Vinson. No; but as suggested by Mr. Kilday, they are not 
going to ask for the money even if you authorize it. 

Mr. Kizpay. Unless they raise the limitation. 

General Carrer. That is correct. 

Mr. Vinson. Unless they raise the limitation. 

Mr. Harpy. You have a matter of health that is involved here that 
has been passed on by the States that are involved. And I just de- 
clare, I don’t believe that the Federal Government, the administra- 
tion’s good judgment to the contrary notwithstanding, ought to be in 
ta pennen of eliminating funds in violation of State health orders. 

r. Mitter. Mr. Chairman-——. 

The CHarrMan. That is the thing that worries me more than any- 
thing else. 

They said it is “in direct violation of both Presidential directive 
and Washington State law.” 

Mr. Bares. Mr. Chairman. 

The Cuarrman. Mr. Bates. 

Mr. Bares. I think we ought to perhaps get a little more informa- 
tion on this. Numerous places have been cited in California and Nor- 
folk and the General has mentioned Maine. I know I looked into the 
one that the Navy perhaps has down at Newport, R. I. All of these 
are very serious problems. I wonder if we could get the counsel to 
pet us some information on the total cost of these things so we will 

ow exactly what the program is. 

I don’t think it is right to approve one and neglect the others. They 
are all very, very important. 

Mr. Harpy. I agree with that. 

Mr. Bates. If we can get a little more information on this and see 
just what the size and magnitude of the situation is, I think perhaps 
we might be able to reach a wise decision. 

The Cuatman. Mr. Kilday. 

Mr. Kitpay. As I understand the General, this project at Lewis 
would run around $1,793,000 and none of the rest would run over 
$200,000. 

General Carrer. No, sir, that is not correct. I didn’t read the 
ig correctly. The one at Lewis is about $793,000. The one at 

ort Hamilton, N. Y., is $450,000. The others were smaller. 

Mr. Kurpay. So this is about twice as much as any of the others. 

General Carter. That is correct, sir. 

Mr. Kripay. While it is a whole lot more money, it would seem to 
indicate the more a vated situation that exists at Fort Lewis. 

General Carrer. It serves a population of about 70,000. That is 
why it is so big. 

Mr. Kipay. It is horrible to be dumping just raw sewage into 
the sound. 
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' Mr. Jounson. General, may I ask you: If private industry did this 
to these places, they could sue and recover, could they not? 

General Carrer. I can’t answer that, sir. I am not familiar with 
Washington State law. I-would suspect they could. 

Mr. Jounson. If it is done by private enterprise, they could be 
sued. So the Government is putting itself in that position. 

The Cuarrman. You can’t sue the Government. 

Mr. Jonnson. You can’t sue the Government, I understand that. 
But they are in are where they ought to take care of it. 

Mr. Murr. Mr. Chairman, I know in California we required—I 
used to be Secretary to the California Commission of Fish and Game, 
that had to deal with pollution problems. We have required indi- 
vidual oil companies to spend as high as $20 million to stop affluent 
from going into streams and polluting them. 

I think this whole cost, $700,000 or $800,000 for one and $400,000 
for another, don’t amount to as much as some of these barracks items 
we have put in here. I think it is a blame sight more important than 
some of the barracks items, perhaps, we have passed here. 

. Lagree that perhaps we should have more information on it. But 
I think we ought 

The CHamman. General, you see there is pretty strong feeling 
among the committee here. 

General Carrer. Yes, sir. We felt the same way, but you know 
how the Army is. An operational requirement is what we have to 
meet first. 

Mr. Harpy. You better talk to the Secretary of Defense. 

The Cuamman. That is right, you better talk to him and tell him 
how we feel. 

I think Mr. Bates has made a very constructive suggestion. 

.General Carrer. We can give the committee a list of those that 
are required. 

The Cuarmrman. We ought to take the different items, the total 
number of items dealing with this particular problem and get the 
estimated cost. 

Mr. Bates. From all the services. 

The Cuarrman. Yes, from all the services. 

Well, without objection, we will approve Fort Lewis and give 
further study to this problem that is highly important. 

Presidio. 

General Carter. This is the Presidio, at Monterey, which is a very 
old post. It was occupied by the Army in 1900, but it has been a 
military installation long before that. 

It is now, as you will notice its size, not very large, 2,743 total, of 
which 1,763 are enlisted men and 478 are officers. Its peak strength in 
World War II was 5,710. 

It is a subpost of Fort Ord, which is right near it. Its mission is 
the operation of the Army Language School, which is responsible for 
instructing students in foreign languages as prescribed by the De- 
partment of the Army. 

Since the Department of the Army has had to supply officers in 
particular and some enlisted men to the military advisory groups in 
practically every nation in the world, our problem of teaching lan- 
guages has become a very serious one. 
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The Cuatrman. You are doing a marvelous job, one of the most 
ieeresting projects I witnessed, at that language school out at Fort 


General Carrer. This project is to provide bachelor officers’ quar- 
ters to take care of that. 

Mr. Vinson. Mr. Chairman, I move we approve Presidio. 

Mr. Mriter. Mr. Chairman. 

The Crareman. Yes. 

Mr. Miter. I am for this. I raised a personal objection to this 
with the General when it came up. The Presidio at Monterey is 400 
acres, right in the center of the city. 

General Carter. That is right, sir. 

Mr. Miter. It is like taking the Mall here. Its military use as a 
military post is nil. Asa Po to house officers there may be some 
justification. But that is all that it is. 

General Carrer. That is all it is. 

Mr. Mirter. It ought to be turned into a park, that part of it. 

Mr. Jounson. I know, but the language school is very important. 

Mr. Mirtrr. I agree with you. I accept that. But I think you 
will agree with me it has no strategic value. 

Mr. Jonnson. No. 

The CHarrman. None whatever. It is a beautiful spot to live in. 

Mr. Mriter. Mr. Johnson and I agree. 

The Cuarrman. Yes. Well, shall we approve it? 

Mr. Kitpay. Yes. 

The Cuarrman. I don’t think the gentleman from California—— 

Mr. Mrrrr. I have no objection for that purpose. 

The Cuatrman. We will — Presidio at Monterey. Fort Ord. 
General Carter. Page 188. Fort Ord is a replacement trainin 
center. It is 6 miles northeast of Monterey, Calif. We own 28,000 
acres of land. Its present strength or strength in September was 
29,614. Its permanent strength is 16,000. During World War II 

it went up to 35,000. 

There are three items—an engineer field maintenance shop, 362,000, 
a hard stand, 82,000, and one 60-man bachelor officers quarters. 

The Cuatrman. Have you completed those fine concrete permanent 
structures ? 

General Carrer. They are virtually complete. 

The Cuatrman. Without objection, Fort Ord is approved. 

Camp Cooke. 

General Carrer. That is the United States Disciplinary Barracks 
at Lompac, Calif., which is at Camp Cooke. The prisoners are in a 

rmanent building and in very fine shape. The guards are in old 
OCC-type buildings outside of the prison. Of course, the guards 
te papier because they don’t have bars on their windows. 

ughter. 

General Carter. This is to provide a barracks for those guards. 

The Cuaimrman. Who are living in shacks while prisoners are in 
nice buildings. 

General , They are. 

Mr. Kupay. The guards are all military personnel, are they? 

General Carrer. Yes, sir. 

The Carman. Without objection, Fort Cooke is approved. 
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Military Academy. 

General Carrer. There was some discussion about these items at 
the beginning of the hearing. There are three items there: Rehabili- 
tation of the barracks, which is the program which we discussed as 
having been approved by the Senate at one time; conversion of the 
riding hall, which I discussed previously ; and conversion of the West. 
Academic Building to a barracks. 

The project for conversion of the academic building will have to 
follow the completion of the project for conversion of the riding hall. 
That is why we are giving you this request for authorization of both 
of them at once. 

The Cuairman. It isa good thing. But it is going to cost you almost 
as much money to reconvert or to rehabilitate that riding hall as it 
would a new building. 

General Carrer. It will cost about $2 million less, according to our 
estimates. 

On the other hand, the great problem there is lack of space. 

The Cuairman. Space. 

General Carrer. When you build a new building at West Point, 
you practically have to dynamite a granite mountain, and that gets 
expensive. 

Mr. Kitpay. You ought not to eliminate that building. It fits into 
the other structures. It is right there with the other buildings. 

General Carrer. That is right, sir. 

‘Plie CHarrman. Yes. 

Mr. Kutpay. It preserves the historical contour. 

The Cuarrman. The symmetry and the type of architecture. 

General Carrer. That is right. 

Mr. Vrnson. Mr. Chairman 

Mr. Mier. We are not setting this up as a precedent for the Air 
Force Academy later on, are we? [{Laughter. ] 

Mr. Vinson. Mr. Chairman, may I ask this question of the general. 
When the rehabilitation of that building for $1,497,000 has been 
authorized, it is your intention and is there a supplementary bill 
coming up to ask for the money immediately so it can be spent daring 
this vacation period ? 

General Carrer. It had not been our intention to do that, sir. It had 
been our intention—and this funds request is included in the budget 
— which has been approved by the Secretary of Defense. 

r. Vinson. Otherwise, we are going to postpone for a year. 
General Carrer. We will be able to let the contract early next spring. 
Mr. Vinson. All right. 

General Carrer. And start the work next summer. I don’t believe 
we can do it this summer. 

The Cuarrman. The House conferees last week refused to budge 
end accept the amendment that the Senate put in there. That is once 
where the Senate was right and we were wrong. 

Mr. Vinson. That is right. I think if you make an effort you can 
get it in the supplementary appropriation bill, so the work can get 
on sometime this summer. 

General Carrer. We would like very much, sir, if we can get this 
bill through the Senate in time so we have an authorization. 

Mr. Vinson. All right. 


i 
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Do you think, Mr. Chairman, the language is sufficient: “United 
States Military Academy, New York, troop housing and training 
nas plies that sufficient to include rehabilitation of cadet bar- 
racks 

General Carrer. That is troop housing, sir. 

Mr. Vinson. What? This is the item you have to get authorized 
now, for the rehabilitation of your cadet barracks. 

Mr. Bray. It is the next item he refers to. 

Mr. Vinson. “Troop housing and training facilities, $10,447,000.” 
So your language in the bill is not broad enough to include rehabilita- 
tion of cadet barracks. 

Mr. Ketiener. On the theory, Mr. Vinson, that the backup books 
do constitute a part of the law, it probably would be all right. There 
would be no objection, however, to making it more detailed. 

Mr. Vinson. I think you ought to put in there at least, so there wil 
be no doubt about it, “rehabilitation of cadet barracks.” 

General Carter. We have no objection to that, sir. 

The Cnarrman. You can add that language. 

General Carrer. Yes, sir. 

- Mr. Harpy. If you put it in the bill, you won’t get any argument. 

General Carrer. I might call attention to the language in the be- 
ginning of section 101, which states : . 

The Secretary of the Army is authorized to establish and develop facilities by 
the construction, conversion, rehabilitation— 
and so on. So the word “rehabilitation” is in the bill. 

Mr. Vinson, All right. 

The Cuarrman. All right. 

Mr. Vinson. That is all right. I just didn’t want it to be left out. 

The Cuatrman. That is approved. 

Armed Forces special weapons project. ! 

General Carrer. Those projects, sir, are for, as you will note—and 
we would prefer not to list the names on the record. 

The Cuarrman. Classified, isn’t it. 

General Carrer. The classification is somewhat complicated. You 
will note that we have one here, on page 200: the swimming pool, 
bathhouse and additional water well, a gymnasium, a fire station, and 
a secondary sewage treatment plant. i 

We have representatives here if you desire to ask any detailed 
questions about these projects. 

The men involved in the work at these places require these recreation 
facilities. 

It is a very difficult problem to keep their morale up. 

Statement off the record.) 

eneral Carter. The projects are shown on page 200 through 205 
for the first; page 206 showing the swimming pool and gymnasium 
for one other base, page 209 showing the base in ~e for a swimming 
pool and a gymnasium, 212 showing the swimming pools and the gym- 
nasium, again in Texas, 215 being the same thing in Nevada, 218 
having the recreation facilities but also has fuel storage tank, vehicle 
maintenance shop, a relocation of sewage facilities —— 

The Cuarrman. These are scattered pretty well over the country. 

General Carrer. Yes, sir. | 

The Cuatrman. It is $2 million. 
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_ Without objection, that is approved. 

General Carrer. There is one more item, sir, in the continental 
United States. It is under section 102. It is on page 230 in your 
books. It is in the Zone of the Interior. 

The Cuarrman. Two hundred and thirty. 

General Carrer. That is the $80 million item for construction of 
tactical facilities in the continental United States. 

Mr. Harpy. That is your catchall. 

General Carrer. No, sir, it is not a catchall. That is the project 
for the missile defenses of the United States. 

Mr. Kettener. Nike. 

The Cuatrman. Around your critical centers. 

General Carrer. Around the principal cities. 

Mr. Vinson. That is for the Nike. 

General Carrer. Nike. 

The Cuatrman. Nike. 

Mr. Vinson. Let’s approve them. 

The Cuatrman. All right. 

Mr. Harpy. Mr. Chairman, I think we have been a little bit too 
secretive about this Nike proposition. We come out in the newspaper 
with pictures and all that sort of business. 

The Cuamrman, Yesterday’s paper said they would have 16 stations 
around Washington. 

Mr. Harpy. That is right. 

And if we would stop trying to cover this business up—you can’t 
cover it up. The minute you start looking at a site why everybody 
knows about it. 

- This is the thing that I was talking about in the very beginning. 

I wish that we could get some clearer policy, some more reasonable 
policy about the selection of these sites in order that the people, the 
owners that are involved, might have a little bit more knowledge of 
what is going on and that the sites could be selected in a manner that 
will. ng e a smaller impact on the local community and the local 
people. 

T see no reason why it can’t be done. 

In my district I came in very close contact with two of them. 

One of them was changed without affecting anything at all except 
costing a little more money because they wouldn’t go in there at the 
beginning. The second one has created a rather bad situation with 
the chairman of the county board of supervisors, for the reason that 
they couldn’t tell him what was going on. They just sent the sur- 
veyors out there and they couldn’t tell him a thing about what they 
aoe to do right in the middle of his farm just outside the city. 

r. Devereux. Mr. Chairman, I would like to agree very thor- 

oughly with that. Because I have the same problem. I think the 
Army is making a great mistake in not unclassifying this very prop- 
osition, because no knowledge of what is going on creates a great deal 
of disturbance among the people. 
_ [might say I have written to the Secretary of the Army to ask him 
to please go ahead and see what he could do about declassifying this 
whole project. As usual—I say as usual, unfortunately, it has been 
a long, long time—and no answer yet. 
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General Carrer. I was very glad to see the article which came out 
I believe in the Post yesterday, because all we have been doing is 
hiding from our own people. We haven’t been hiding anything from 
anybody else. 

e have had a request up to higher authority for some time to 
relieve the classification. 

And on the objection which Mr. Hardy had brought to my atten- 
tion previously, which was caused actually by normal regulations, 
Army Regulations 210-30, which equired a classification, we have 
directed that an exception in the case of these Nike sites be made to 
that regulation. So that the engineers, when they go out to site 
these things, will be able to talk to the landowners about them so 
that we don’t come along on a million-dollar estate and take a road 
right along his whole waterfront, which is what happened I believe 
up in your country. 

Mr. Devereux. That was over in the Fifth District. 

General Carrer. We have been learning a great deal. This is one 
of the few times the Army has gone out into practically every locality 
in the country and contacted so many people about one thing. 

And the classification has been reduced materially on these 
projects. 

Mr. Harpy. Mr. Chairman, I would like to make a further observa- 
tion, that General Carter and Mr. Knott have certainly been most. co- 
operative in trying to get some sense out of this thing. I know they 
se thwarted by a policy at a higher level that they had to comply 
with. 

And the sooner we can get that policy squared away the better off 
we are going to be. If you can’t get it done by somebody else, General, 
let me ore and I will sure put my oar in. [Laughter.] 

The Cuarmman. All right, without objection—— 

Mr. Ketiener. May I ask a question here? 

The Cuamman. Yes. 


on. 

Mr. Ketiener. General, will this 87 or 85 million be for more Nike 
at the same installations or will it be for additional Nike installations 
for other cities? 

General Carrer. It is a combination of both. ) : 

Mr. Ketrener. Will there be a substantial number of new in- 
stallations? 

General Carrer. Well, there will be a very substantial number of 
new battery sites. 

Mr. Keener. New cities defended. 

General Carrer. No; not new cities defended. 

The Cuarrman, All right. 

Mr. Harpy. Mr. Chairman, just one other aspect of this that I would 
like to mention if I might. 

There has been, it seems to me, a lack of inclination to use existing 
Government land. Now, I don’t think that is due to any disinclina- 
tion on the part of the Army to get it, but it has been due to the fact 
that some other owning agencies haven’t wanted them to put a Nike 
site on them in spite of the fact it didn’t take but a mighty little bit 
of land. That it seems to me we ought to try wherever it is possible to 
do, to use existing land. 
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Now, you went out here in Fairfax and you've got a site coming 
out now, and there is any quantity of Govenment-owned land there, 
so there ought to be a site available without having to condemn another 
piece of land to put that on. 

General Carrer. Well, our directives in our field commands—and 
we are checking them, too—in fact, I have an officer here in the room 
now, if you want to ask more questions about this, who has personally 
gone out and visited most of these places—is to push all these sites 
that we possibly can on Government land. 

However, in tying in the dvfense ring around an area, we are some- 
what limited in the slippage that we can have back and forth within 
a few miles. For example, we can’t put all of the sites in the Wash- 
ington-Baltimore area at Fort Belvoir. Some of them have to be 
other places. 

Mr. Harpy. I think all of us realize that, General. But there have 
been one or two cases that have come to my attention where I think 
the Army didn’t insist quite as hard as it might have. 

When the Marine Corps said “No, we don’t want your installations 
on here,” you took that at face value, when in my judgment you 
should have put that antiaircraft battery there. 

The CaarrMan. I hope the members of the committee will cooperate 
with the Chair in order to finish title I of the bill this morning. 
Let’s move to the Alaska area, Eielson Air Force Base. 

General Carter. The total for Alaska is shown on page—— 

The Cuamrman. Page 6 of the bill. The total for Alaska is shown 
on page 233, $7,633,000. The first item is at Eielson, on page 234, 
tactical troop facilities. 

The details of the project are shown on page 235. This is for 
antiaircraft units, and gun position for the antiaircraft artillery and 
for modification of existing sites to accommodate different guns than 
were sited at these locations originally. 

The amount is $800,000. 

The Cwarrman. Provision is made for some very much needed 
family quarters. 

General Carrer. At Kenai, page 236, we are asking for some very 
much needed family quarters, 58, $1,652,000, with a small item of 
$22,000 for motor pool facilities. 

This will almost satisfy the requirement for family quarters at 
that very isolated station. 

The Cuarrman. And the cost runs up to—three bedrooms—$27,000. 

General Carrer. That is right, sir. 

Kenai is quite isolated, and the cost as you will notice there is 
fairly high for the sizes that we are building. 

Mr. Mitier. $3,900 per man. 

The Cuarrman. Eielson and Kenai both approved. 

The next item is the Ladd Air Force Base. 

General Carrer. At Ladd, we have tactical troop facilities and two 
enlisted barracks with mess for a total of $2,821,000. The troon facili- 
ties and tactical facilities are the same as the ones were for Eielson. 
That is for $1 million. And the barracks is the standard barracks, 
with some changes for the Arctic use of course. 

The CrHarrman. That is a big, important base. 

Without objection, Ladd is approved. 
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Fort Richardson. 

General Carrer. There, we have an item of $1,800,000 for tactical 
troop facilities. 

That is for the antiaircraft defense of Fort Richardson and amounts 
to $1,800,000. 

The Cuatrman. Without objection, Fort Richardson is approved. 

Whittier. 

General Carrer. We have there two items. Fire protection system 
and a POL line, petroleum line, amounting to $541,000. That fire pro- 
tection system is required to provide fire protection for the eight stor- 
age tanks already there. 

The Cuarrman. You had a very disastrous fire there not too long 


General Carter. We had a very disastrous fire there a year ago. 

The Cuamman. What are you doing—rebuilding any of those 
wharves? 

General Carrer. Yes, sir. 

We have gotten authority from this committee and the other com- 
mittees to expend emergency funds. We have put in a temporary pier 
and the port is in operation. We just opened bids, I believe, on the 

rmanent construction, which was to start this next summer. The 

ids were a little higher than we had estimated. 

Colonel Finley may have some information on that. Do you? 

Colonel Fintey. There is under way now a reexamination of the 
project for which the general described the bids were just opened to 
determine in what way the design could be revised. 

Mr. Bares. Weren’t your new buildings destroyed. The ones up 
on the hill? 

General Carrer. No, not a thing new was destroyed. It was only 
the wooden pier back of the powerhouse. The powerhouse itself was 
not destroyed—the old powerhouse and not the new one. Nothing of 
new construction was destroyed. The fire started above the sprinkler 
system at the transit sheds in the warehouse. They were wooden 
sheds. Under the high wind, it got out from under control before we 
could no anything about it. It was actually reported in a short time, 
2 or 3 minutes after it started. Then it got into the creosoted pilin 
peer re the pier and with the wind it was just—it made a beautiful 

re. 

Mr. Bares. Were the old barracks and old family quarters de- 
stroyed ? 

General Carrer. No, sir. 

The Cratrman. Mr. Bartlett, do you have some questions or any 
statement or observation you wish to make? 

Mr. Bartierr. Mr. Chairman, I would like to call, with your per- 
mission, the attention of the committee to a matter having to do with 
Whittier, but not associated with that which has been discussed. _ 

The Cramrman. We will approve—without objection, we will ap- 
prove the $541,000 item for Whittier. 

Now then, you can proceed. 

Mr. Barrierr. Whittier, as we all know, is a port in southwestern 
Alaska through which much but by no means all of the military cargo 
for the bases beyond, moves. 

Many of the members of the committee have been at Whittier. 


avo. 
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The longshoring has been performed there by the Department of 
the Army, which has caused some little feeling of distress at Anchor- 
age, and particularly now where there are so many unemployed per- 
sons including longshoremen. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, I have a general statement or brief, outlining 
this problem in general terms, and making the recommendation that 
I hope the policy is changed, but I don’t want to take up the time of 
the committee by reading the statement. I ask permission to offer 
it for the record. 

The Cuarrman. We will insert it at this point. 

(The matter referred to is as follows :) 


GI Lasor In THE PORT OF WHITTIER 


The Transportation Corps under the Alaskan Command of the Army is using 
Army personnel to perform longshoring and stevedoring work in the port of 
Whittier. The longshoremen’s union, representing the stevedores and long- 
shoremen for the area in question have lodged protests with the committee, 
In addition, thereto, I have received and continue to receive appeals from indi- 
viduals requesting the discontinuation of this policy on the basis that it is 
robbing them of job opportunities. 

The protests from the labor organization and the several answers to these 
protests from the Army are a matter of record with this committe. I have 
carefully studied both the protests and the answers and I can find no justification 
contained in the correspondence from the Army to substantiate their position. 

It must be remembered that the growth in population of westward Alaska is 
the result of military necessity for having a strong civilian economy for its 
support. No less a military authority than Gen. Nathan Twining, who at one 
time was, the commanding general of the Alaskan Command, proclaimed this 
to be a fact. 

During the period of civilian labor shortage, the military was forced to use 
uniformed personnel to do civilian jobs. This condition has not obtained for 
some time. Quite the reverse is true; due to the completion of many military 
installations there has been reduction in job opportunities. The Air Force in 
Alaska, recognizing the return to normal conditions, has announced a policy of 
replacing their military labor force with civilians as rapidly as possible. In the 
ligit of this action on the part of one branch of the military, I can neither under- 
stand nor subscribe to the unwillingness of the Transportation Corps to accede to 
the request of the civilian population of Alaska in the matter of stevedoring at 
the = of Whittier, particularly since this industry is historically a civilian 
operation. 

I should like to point out also that the Army’s position in this instance is con- 
trary to the announced policy of the President and the Secretary of Defense; 
namely, that civilian functions should be performed by civilians. 

I bring to your attention the fact that unemployment in westward Alaska is 
critical and with the reduction in appropriations for military construction job 
opportunities are not in sight. 

In the light of the foregoing, I urgently request that the Army turn back the 
stangporne and longshoring operation at Whittier to private industry and civilian 
workers. 


Mr. Barrierr. I would like, however, to go into this a bit more, 
with your permission. 

The people in Anchorage have been corresponding with the chair- 
man of the committee, who in turn has called upon the Army at various 
times for further evaluations as to the performance of longshoring 
work by soldiers at Whittier. And the Army remains adamant, ap- 
parently, in its conclusion that this work must be done by soldier labor. 

I never have been able to understand the arguments made in behalf 
of that policy. It couldn’t be for security because much of the cargo 
or considerable of the cargo intended for the military moves through 
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other ports, where it is unloaded by the civilian longshoremen. It is 
_ “wn by civilian longshoremen in the States before it moves to 
aska. 

And I have a feeling that this policy would not be tolerated if Whit- 
tier were located in a State instead of Alaska. We have a competent 
corps of longshoremen at Anchorage who are ready, willing, and able. 
to perform this work. 

Now, on December 31 last, Colonel Pfeiffer sent a letter to Chairman 
Short restating the Army’s position as to its conclusion that there 
would be continuation of longshoring by soldiers. 

Fi CuatrMan. Has Harry Bridges caused you any trouble up 
there 

Mr. Bartterr. Well, he isn’t in this port. The longshoremen that 
would do the work there, Mr. Chairman, are members of the American 
Federation of Labor. 

Subsequently, Mr. A. A. Owen, Jr., who is a gentleman at Anchor- 
age for the International Longshoremen’s Association, wrote to you 
and he answered the conclusions of the Army, point by point. I won- 
der if I could take just a couple of minutes to go into this? 

The CuarrMan. Yes, sure. 

Mr. Bartterr. Because it is of real importance to the economy of 
that area of Alaska and I think it is a policy that should not be 
continued unless reasons which in my opinion have not been advanced 
up to date, could be given. 

Now, the letter to you, Mr. Chairman, from Colonel Pfeiffer said— 
I won’t propose to read all of this, but will ask that I may be able 
to submit it later. 

The Cuamman. Go ahead. 

Mr. Barrierr (reading) : 


The Port of Whittier is a military port— 
says Colonel Pfeiffer’s letter to Chairman Short— 


and the use of military stevedores is considered vital not only for logistical 
support of Alaskan Command but also for defense and strategic reasons. Much 
of the military costs and overhead would continue even if civilians performed 
the stevedoring. 


Mr. Owen’s letter to that, briefed, is: 


Maintaining of a garrison to justify a capital investment is not a valid reason 
for usurping the rights of private enterprise and depriving civilians of job 
opportunities. 


And elsewhere, Colonel Pfeiffer says: 
There is no civilian community at Whittier and the nearest location where 
one might be constructed is at Portage. 
Much is made of that point, that there is no place for civilians at 
Whittier. Mr. Owen’s answer to that as follows, and I quote: 
This statement has no basis in fact. Namely, there are the following com- 
mercial enterprises located at Whittier: Alaska Railroad, Columbia Lumber Co., 
Union Oil Co., Civil Aeronautics Administration and contractors engaged in 
building military and commercial facilities. ‘ 
Additionally, I might say that 100 —— buildings intended for 
civilian use is nearing completion, I think in about a month. The 
first 50 apartments are to be opened. And Colonel Pfeiffer then says: 
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Operations at Whittier are fluctuating with peaks and valleys in stevedoring 
workload. By maintaining military stevedores in sufficient quantity, Whittier 
has in the past been in a position to handle peak loads and to fit training re- 
quirements into off-peak periods. Such a fluctuation in workload would make 
it extremely difficult and expensive for a contractor to maintain an adequate 
working force. 


To that, Mr. Owen replies: 


This statement strengthens the arguments for commercial enterprise, since at 
off-peak periods there would be no cost to the military because commercial steve- 
doring contractors are paid on a tonnage basis. 


Then again, Colonel Pfeiffer says: 


In case of an emergency, military forces in Whittier are available for im- 
mediate shifting to other Alaskan ports on short notice. This would not be 
possible in the case of civilian stevedores. 


And Mr. Owen’s answer is: 


Reference to an emergency situation is not pertinent to this complaint since 
under these conditions all ports in western Alaska could and probably would 
be taken over by the military. 

There are other points brought out there, Mr. Chairman, which I 
won’t gointo now. But I earnestly hope the committee will give con- 
sideration to this and make a, recommendation to the Department of 
the Army. Because, as I say, I don’t believe for a moment that contin- 
uation of this sort of a policy could be cowntenanced anywhere else. 
And if the boys were flowing through there learning to longshore in 
the relatively brief time it takes to gain adeptness in that business, 
that would be one thing. But my understanding is that they go down 
there and they are kept there for long periods of months. And of 


course, it isn’t necessary to do that to learn how to longshore. 

I hope the policy may be changed. 

And in conclusion, I might quote from a speech made by Col. 
C. M. Anderson, deputy for Materiel, Alaskan Air Command, made 
before the Chamber of Commerce at Anchorage only in March. And 
in that speech, Colonel Anderson said, and I quote : 


This brings us to the substitution of civilian personnel for military personnel 
in our logistic functions. On January 7 we requested headquarters, USAF, for 
civilian personnel spaces in exchange for military spaces on a 1 to 2 exchange 
basis. 


So the Air Force is going ahead with that program and I hope 
the Army will too, in respect to longshoring at Whittier. Thank you, 
Mr. Chairman. 

(Further correspondence is as follows :) 


INTERNATIONAL LONGSHOREMEN’s AssocraTion (AFL) Locat 38-171, 
Anchorage, Alaska, January 25, 1954. 
Hon. Dewey SHorr, 
Chairman, Committee on Armed Services, 
House Office Building, 
House of Representatives, Washington, D. C. 
(Attention Mr. Robert Smart, General Counsel.) 

Dear Smr: With further reference to the Floyd L. Pfeiffer, Lt. Col., Depart- 
ment of the Army letter, I wish to advise that there are no new arguments or 
explanations presented which have not already been refuted. For the record, 
I am replying with specific answers to each of the statements made in this 
communication. 

“As you were previously notified a further inquiry has been made and I am 
now informed that the matter has been fully and carefully reviewed by the 
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Commanding General, United States Army, Alaska. The Port of Whittier is a 
military port, and the use of military stevedores is considered vital, not only 
for logistical support of Alaska Command, but also for defense and strategic 
reasons. Much of the military costs and overhead would continue even if 
civilians performed the stevedoring.” 

Answer: Maintaining of a garrison to justify a capital investment is not a 
valid reason for usurping the rights of private enterprise and depriving civilians 
of job opportunities. It should be noted that in our global military operations 
there is no other port of embarkation at which troop labor is used to handle 
cargo. With respect to the last sentence of this paragraph, the continuation of 
military expenditures and overhead are not a part of this complaint. 

“There is no civilian community at Whittier and the nearest location where 
one might be constructed is at Portage, 12 miles distant. Estimates have indi- 
cated that an expenditure in the order of 10 to 14 million dollars would be 
necessary to provide civilian facilities at Whittier and an expenditure of $6 
million would be required to provide a highway to Portage. The only known 
alternative to these expenditures would be a pay condition providing travel 
allowances from Anchorage for intermittent gang requirements, and boarding 
allowances while at Whittier. These factcrs would require a prohibitive steve- 
dore rate.” 

Answer: This statement has no basis in fact, i. e., there are the following 
commercial enterprises located at Whittier: Alaskan Railroad, Columbia Lumber 
Co., Union Oil Co., Civil Aeronautics Administration and contractors engaged in 
building military and commercial facilities. These people are housed at Whittier 
and their children attend school in Whittier, maintained by the Territory of 
Alaska. This, by anybody’s definition, constitutes a civilian community. Housing 
facilities presently available and under construction are sufficient to negate 
this statement, and since the commercial and military personnel find transporta- 
tion presently adequate, it would hardly seem necessary to build a $6 million 
highway to accommodate a peak load of less than 200 stevedores. The third 
sentence in this paragraph is erroneous, since stevedoring services are presently 
being supplied at Whittier for commercial cargo under these conditions and 
despite the small tonnage available to stevedores at Whittier, the cost of handling 
this cargo is no greater than at the ports of Anchorage and Seward. 

“Operations at Whittier are fluctuating with peaks and valleys in stevedoring 
load. By maintaining military stevedores in sufficient quantity, Whittier has 
in the past been in a position to handle peak loads and to fit training require- 
ments into off peak periods. Such a fluctuation in workload would make it 
extremely difficult and expensive for a contractor to maintain an adequate 
working force.” 

Answer: This statement strengthens the arguments for commercial enter- 
prise, since at off peak periods there would be no cost to the military because 
commercial stevedoring contractors are paid on a tonnage basis. Fluctuation 
of the workload is the historical pattern of the stevedoring industry. With 
respect to the availability of an adequate working force, the Longshoremen’s 
Union has gone on record assuring ample working forces. In regard to rates, 
the Army has neither availed itself of the cost information available for the 
Port of Whittier, nor have they taken bids for this port under their standard 
contract form. 

“In the case of an emergency, military forces in Whittier are available for 
immediate shifting to other Alaskan ports on short notice. This would not be 
possible in the case of civilian stevedores.” 

Answer: Reference to an emergency situation is not pertinent to this com- 
plaint, since under these conditions all ports in westward Alaska could and 
probably would be taken over by the military, and all working forces, both 
military and civilian, would be under their control and direction. 

“It might also be pointed out that at the present time considerable tonnage 
moving to Alaska for ultimate military application is on commercial bills of 
lading, and, therefore, handled by civilian stevedores.” 

Answer: The cargo described in this paragraph is prevented from coming into 
the Port of Whittier by. Army edict. 

Conclusion: Considering the date of the original complain and the delays 
in obtaining answers which in the most part are neither valid nor acceptable, 
it would appear that the Department of the Army is not sympathetic with the 
enunciated policy of the Secretary of Defense and the present administration 
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which clearly states that the military will stop all business activity that private 
firms can do just as well. 

In view of this untenable position taken by the Department of the Army, . 
we appeal to you to intercede in our behalf since unemployment in this area 
is acwte and the northern movement of cargo for Alaska is imminent. 

Very truly yours, 
A. A. OWEN, Jr., 
International Longshoremen’s Association. 


DEPARTMENT OF THE ARMY, 
December 31, 1958. 
Hon. Dewey SHort, 
Chairman, Committee on Armed Services, 
House Office Building, House of Representatives. 

. Dear Mr. SHOrt: This letter is in reply to your most recent expression of inter- 

est on behalf of Mr. A. A. Owen, Jr., agent for the International Longshoremen’s 
Association, Anchorage, Alaska, concerning the possibility of stevedoring at the 
Port of Whittier being turned over to private industry. 

As you were previously notified a further inquiry has been made, and I am not 
informed that the matter has been fully and carefully reviewed by the Command- 
ing General, United States Army, Alaska. The Port of Whittier is a military 
port and the use of military stevedores is considered vital, not only for logistical 
support of Alaskan Command, but also for defense and strategic reasons. Much 
of the military costs and overhead would continue even if civilians performed 
the stevedoring. 

There is no civilian community at Whittier, and the nearest location where one 
might be constructed is at Portage, 12 miles distant. Estimates have indicated 
that an expenditure in the order of 10 to 14 million dollars would be necessary 
to provide civilian facilities at Whittier, and an expenditure of $6 million would 
be required to provide a highway to Portage. The only known alternative to 
these expenditures would be a pay condition providing travel allowances from 
Anchorage for intermittent gang requirements, and boarding allowances while 
at Whittier. These factors would require a prohibitive stevedore rate. 

Operations at Whittier are fluctuating with peaks and valleys in stevedoring 
workload. By maintaining military stevedores in sufficient quantity, Whittier 
has in the past been in a position to handle peak loads and to fit training re- 
quirements into off peak periods. Such a fluctuation in workload would make it 
extremely difficult and expensive for a contractor to maintain an adequate work- 
ing force. 

In the case of an emergency, military forces in Whittier are available for im- 
mediate shifting to other Alaskan ports on short notice. This would not be 
possible in the case of civilian stevedores. 

I trust this information will assist you in advising Mr. Owen. If I may be 
of further assistance, please call upon me. 

Sincerely yours, 
Signed: Fiioyp L. PFreirFrer, 
Lieutenant Colonel, Liaison Division. 


Mr. Jonnson. Mr. Chairman, could I ask him one question? 

The Cuatrman. Yes, Mr. Johnson. 

Mr. Jounson. Is the main point that the Army is doing this that 
they are saving money and possibly also the security reasons dictate 
they should have military people doing that? 

Mr. Bartiett. Frankly, Mr. Johnson, I can’t answer that from the 
replies that have been made from the Army, It is far from clear to 
me as to what their real reason or reasons might be. 

Of course, the A. F. of L. Longshoremen from Anchorage who would 
handle this cargo at Whittier now unload Army cargo and other de- 
fense cargo at Anchorage during the summer when the ships come 
in there. So I fail—I couldn’t follow that security line of reasoning 
as an argument. 
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Mr. Jonnson. General, do you know anything about that? 

General Carrer. Very little, sir. Of course, I am in the construe- 
tion business and General Yount is the man who is responsible for the 
port operations. 

Mr. Jounson. I understand that. 

General Carrer. So I really wouldn’t feel competent to discuss it. 

The Cuarmman. Mr. Kilday. 

Mr. Kiztpay. About how many military personnel are used in this 
work, do you know, Mr. Bartlett? 

Mr. Smart. Amout 300, Mr. Kilday. 

General Carrer. Very intermittently, I believe. 

Mr. Kitpay. Any idea that the use of military personnel is cheaper 
than civilian is, of course, a fallacy on a long run basis. You have 
them as veterans and all of the rights that go with them. In addition, 
it affects the division slice that has always troubled us. So where 
you could use civilians, I think in the long run it will cost you a great 
deal less. And every place we can get 300 men out of civilian em- 
ey ayn and get them into the division, I think we would be doing 
a fine job. 

The Carman. Mr. Smart has dealt with this. You and Mr. 
Kilday and Mr. Barlett, I think, can clarify it for us. 

Mr. Smarr. Mr. Chairman, I want to agree with one of the state- 
ments that Mr. Barlett has made. When this item was first broyght 
to the attention of the committee through Mr. Owen, the Secretary 
of that group up there, I referred it in the normal course to the Army 
— response. They came back with a general letter which said 
nothing. 

And then I referred that back to Mr. Owen and he gave further 
information which I again submitted to the Army for a response. 

They finally came back with a detailed response to each of the 
questions which had been raised. Mr. Owen again rebutted that. 

Now, for instance, here is a particular item. 1ey said to put long- 
shoremen in up there they would have no community in which they 
could live, it would be necessary for the Army to build a road some 
place to get them to that community and it would cost $6 million. Mr. 
Owen came back and said, “That is ridiculous, there are these things 
already in existence at the port of Whittier, and nobody is asking any- 
body to build a road to go anyplace.” 

They said, “All we want to do is to stevedore the cargoes coming 
into the port.” 

To summarize all of the activities in which I participated, I must 
say to the committee that, in my judgment, if the Army has an ade- 

uate answer, they have not yet given it to the committee in justifica- 
tion for continued military stevedoring of the cargoes that come in 
there. If they have an adequate answer, they certainly should bring 
it up here because they haven’t done it yet. 

Mr. Mr. Chairman. 

The Cuarrman. Mr. Smith. ; 

Mr. Smiru. It is very possible that the Army wants to get their 
ships unloaded and they may have heard of Harry Bridges? 

Mr. Bartterr. Harry Bridges, Mr. Smith—the longshoremen who 
would do this work are not affiliated with Harry Bridges. They are 
all A. F. of L. people. 
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The Cuatrmayn. I raised that question before you came in. 

Mr. Jounson. Aren't all longshoremen about alike in that? 

Mr. Smarr. I might say I raised it, too. 

Mr. Bennett. Does the Army have a stevedoring school somewhere ? 

General Carrer. They do teach it in their basic training for the 
Transportation Corps troops at Fort Eustis. 

The Cuatrman. There have been times where that is the only way 
we can get the job done. 

Mr. Bennett. But there is no specialized training in that up here. 
It is just an incident of their training 

General Carrer. I really am not competent to answer. Some of 
these men 

The Cuarrman. I want to thank the delegate from Alaska for 
bringing this matter to the attention of the committee. We will give 
serious consideration to it. We can’t do much with it, of course, in 
this bill. 

Mr. Barttierr. I know you can’t do anything with it in the bill. I 
should like to make one additional comment. 

The CuarrmMan. Yes. 

Mr. Bartiett. It is pretty tough on these boys that go into the serv- 
ice thinking they are going to do a job for defense and they find them- 
selves stuck at Whittier for sometimes the whole duration of their duty 
unloading ships which civilians would do everywhere else. 

The Cuarrman. That isright. It is a very good point. 

Mr. Barrterr. Thank you. 

The Cuatrman. I quite agree with the gentleman. 

All right, General, Far East Command area. 

General Carrer. The next item is for Okinawa. 

The Cuarrman. Middle of page 6. 

General Carrer. Page 248 in the book. 

As you know, the mission of Okinawa is to provide various respon- 
sibilities of the United States and that area is directed by the Joint 
Chiefs of Staff. We have been engaged for some time in a construec- 
tion program in Okinawa to provide for the long-range planned per- 
manent strength there and are getting fairly well along on the program. 

The item consists of extension of utilities, family quarters, 106 offi- 
cers’, NCO, and civilian quarters, an AFRS station, an antenna, tele- 
phone, and administration building, an access road, a dispensary, five 
165-man barracks, extension of utilities. 

The Cuarrman. There are a few items, General. here that have al- 
ready been authorized under Public Law 155/82. 

General Carrer. That is right, sir. 

The Cuarrman. It is the only instance that has come to our atten- 
tion under title I. 

General Carrer. That is the only instance in the book, sir, and these 
were printed, at the time these books were printed, to use before the 
Appropriations Committee, as well as the Armed Services Committee. 

e Crarrman. I see. 

General Carrer. So that the proposed new authorization column, 
which totals $5,917,000, is the corresponding item to that in the bill. 

Mr. Vinson. I move it be approved, Mr. Chairman. 
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The Cuarrman. And you are aware that under title III, when we 

heard the Air Force, the committee very generously, without even their 
uest, voted them—— 

Keiener. $18 million, plus. 

The CuatrMan. $18 million additional for housing on Okinawa that 
isneeded. Without objection—— 

Mr. Bares. What is the difference—— 

The Cuairman. We will approve Okinawa. 

Mr. Bares. These other swimming pools running about $70,000 and 
this is $351,000. What is the difference? 

The Cuarrman. What about the Governor’s house there ¢ 

General Carrer. That is the second item. 

Mr. Ketiener. That will cost about—— 

General Carrer. Shown on page 251. It is proposed at $32,000 for 
authorization. It is provided 

The CuarrMan. That is all right. 

Without objection, Okinawa is approved. 

Mr. Bates. How about that swimming pool, Mr. Chairman? 

General Carter. Page 279—— 

Mr. Bares. Why is it five times more expensive than the other ones? 

General Carrer. It is a much larger pool, is the explanation for the 


cost. 

Mr. Bares. Well, how large is this? 

General Carrer. The AFSWP pools were 3,200 feet square. This 
one is 13,360 square feet. The square foot cost is $26 on this one. 

Mr. Bares. You have a drydock. 

General Carrer. I didn’t understand you. 

The Cuamman. I am a little surprised, but very pleased that you 
held down the cost of your family housing here. 

General Carrer. We have had a complete restudy of the family 
housing, the requirements in Okinawa. We had been building, in 
accordance with the previous Army policy, three-bedroom units en- 
tirely. We have gone to a new policy of building 1-, 2- and 3-bedroom 
units. So that most of these in this bill are 1 or 2 bedrooms. 

The Cuamman. Yes. 

General Carrer. Rather than three. 

The Cuarrman. Let’s take the next item. I want to finish these 
other 2 or 3 items before the bell rings. We may have a quorum call. 

General Carrer. The next item is for Hawaii, page 280. That is 
for enlisted barracks and extension of utility system for the same 
barracks at the Waiwa Radio Transmitting Station, which is up in 
the mountains in Hawaii. p 

Mr. Vivson. Move it be approved. 

The Cuarrman. Without objection, it is approved. 

Islandic Command, Keflavik. 

General Carrer. The next item is for the Army portion of the 
Island Defense Force. This particular item is entirely for antiair- 
craft defenses and barracks and such other items for the Keflavik 
Air Base in Iceland. , 

Mr. Keiiener. Family houses here are $32,000 each, aren’t they? 

General Carter. Yes. 

The Cuarrman. Well, you are lucky to get them at that price at 
that place. 
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Mr. Jounson. Move it be approved. 

The Cuairman. Without objection, that is approved, Icelandic 
Command. Section 102—— 

Mr. Vinson. We approved that. 

That ends the bill. 

Mr. Kettener. They have title IV, too. 

General Carrer. We have a very small item on the Alaska Com- 
munication System, $462,000, for the Signal Corps. Colonel Cleaves 
is here and I believe you can approve it in very short order. 

Mr. Ketiener. Page 60 of the bill. 

The CuarrMan. Page 60 of the bill. 

General Carrer. Page 60 of the bill. It is for items at Adak, Bethel, 
Cordova and Kotzebue stations, all in Alaska. The committee is 
familiar with the Alaska Communications System. Colonel Cleaves 
has a statement which, if you would like, he can insert in the record 
and we can ask any questions you would like about these particular 
items. 

The Crarrman. Yes. O. K., could you tell us very briefly? 

Colonel Cieaves. Very briefly, at Adak, an operational station. It is 
an ionispheric observation station that we are responsible for using. 
We are in quonset huts built on emergency basis in about 1942 at the 

resent time. They are deteriorating and falling to pieces. $70,000 
item at Adak. 

The Cuarmman. The Navy is completely in charge out there? 

Colonel Cieaves. What is that, sir? 

The Cuarrman. The Navy is completely in charge out there? 

Colonel Creaves. The Navy is in charge, but we have responsibility 
for the ionispheric activities, sir. 

The Cuarrman. I see. 

Colonel Cieaves. And it has to be at a distance by nature of its 
work electronically from the Navy station. 

The CuarrMan. Fine. 

Colonel Cieaves. It is a separate installation. 

The Cuatrman. All right. 

Mr. Keviener. A great part of your program is for troop housing 
and family housing; isn’t that correct ? 

Colonel Cieaves. That is correct. 

Mr. Vinson. Mr. Chairman, that finishes everything in the bill—— 

The Cuarman. That is title 4? 

Mr.:Keuiener. Yes, sir. 

General Carrer. Thank you. 

Colonel Cieaves. The Alaska Communication System was estab- 
lished in 1900 when the Congress on May 26th of that year authorized 
and directed the Secretary of War to construct telegraph and cable 
lines connecting military headquarters in Alaska. The law further 
provided that commercial business would be handled over these mili- 
tary lines. In accordance with this congressional mandate, the 
Washington-Alaska Military Cable and T elegraph System was or- 
ganized under the jurisdiction of the Chief Signal Officer, and the 
first telegraph line was completed on September 15, 1900, connecting 
Nome and Port Safety, a distance of 24 miles. 

Since the initial organization of the Alaska Communication System, 
the communication requirements for military and civilian purposes 
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have increased steadily with the growth of the Territory and with the 
increase of military activities in Alaska. 

_ The present mission of the system is to provide arterial communica- 
tions between the United States and Alaska, and between key points 
within the Territory for the military forces, other Federal and Terri- 
torial agencies, the general public, business activities, the press, and 
ship-to-shore service. The important position played by the Alaska 
communication system in the development of the Territory of Alaska 
cannot be overemphasized. The knowledge that communications are 
available plays an essential part in encouraging individuals to under- 
take the hardships of pioneering in this vast territory. 

In addition to its regular mission, the Alaska communication system 
provides logistic support to the 9464th TSU, Adak Tonosphere Sta- 
tion. The Joint Communications Board established this station in 
1945 to fill a need for ionosphere measurements in the North Pacific 
area. Since Adak is the only ionosphere sounding station above 40° 
north latitude in a sector of about 175° extending from Point Barrow, 
Alaska, to Tromso, Norway, it is a key station in a worldwide inter- 
national network, furnishing data to a central evaluating agency, the 
Central Radio Propagation Laboratory, Washington, D.C. Detailed 
accurate ionospheric information from the Adak area insures reliable 
predictions of radio reception in the Arctic as well as on all long radio 
paths passing through that area, such as the Japan-United States 
west coast and Philippine-United States west coast paths. 

The only buildings now available to house the ionosphere equip- 
ment and the operating personnel are temporary Navy buildings un- 
suitable for conversion to permanent structures and currently requir- 
ing excessive maintenance. 2,100 square feet of space is required to 
house the operational equipment and to quarter the men operating 
the ionosphere station at Adak, Alaska. e $70,000 authorization 
requested is the estimated cost of a structure of this size and nature 
erected in the Adak area. 

Further, authorization amounting to $392,600 is required for new 
construction at three stations of the Alaska communication system. 
This construction includes family quarters, troop housing, operation 
buildings, and utilities. This authorization will complete currently 
programed construction at these three stations, and represents the 
minimum essential requirements for the efficient operation of these 
stations. The authorization includes 2 family quarters and troop 
housing for 8 enlisted men at Bethel and Kotzebue, for a total cost 
of $142,000. This authorization is based on providing minimum 
quarters at these remote locations for their permanent postwar 
strength. 

The operation and maintenance of the Alaska communication sys- 
tem requires highly skilled personnel. Experience has demonstrated 
that the skill and expensive training of these individuals cannot 
be fully utilized unless they are provided with adequate quarters 
for themselves and their dependents. The provision of quarters will 
materially reduce costly turnover of personnel due to the willingness 
of individuals to remain in Alaska over an extended period of time, 
and will eliminate the payment of high cost monetary allowances 
in lieu of Government quarters. At these remote stations, the housing 
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shortage san be alleviated only by the construction of family quarters 
and troop housing. 

The family quarters are to be NCO houses not to exceed 1,080 square 
feet area limitation. The quarters will be constructed in accordance 
with standard plans of the Chief of Engineers. Housing will be of 
frame construction, consistent with extreme temperature conditions, 
and will be similar to housing at military installations in the United 
States. 

Authorization is also requested in the amount of $250,600 to pro- 
vide operational facilities and utilities at Bethel, Cordova, and 
hotzebue, Alaska. 

The total authorization requested at this time is $462,600. Out- 
standing future requirements for the Alaska communication system 
include $2,075,500 for warehouse and repair shops, operations build- 
ings, powerhouses, family quarters, bachelor quarters for enlisted 
men, security fences, and utilities. 

The Cuairman. Now the Army, I think, has one little amendment 
they want to offer. It will be a new section 103, wouldn’t it? 

Mr. Ketiener. Gleason works, yes, sir. 

The Cuarrman. We approve title 1V. Back to page 7. 

General Carrer. Mr. Knott can handle that. That was an item 
which came up before the Real Estate Subcommittee, I believe, and it 
was decided that it would be more properly included in the bill. 


The Cuairman. Yes, sir. How will this new section read, new 
section 103? 

Mr. Kworr. The counsel has the language there, Mr. Chairman. 
It is simply an exchange authorization. It would enable the Army 


to exchange an industrial type facility that it now has for a new 
facility to be constructed. 

The Cuarrman. Yes. 

Mr. Knorr. And turned over to the Army with the new owner of 
- industrial facility to pay the cost of moving and the difference in 
value. 

Mr. Harpy. Is that that Rochester deal ? 

Mr. Knorr. That is right, sir. 

Mr. Harpy. Oh, my gracious, Mr. Chairman. Mr. Chairman, we 
are going to take more time than I think you are going to want to 
spend on this right now. 

Mr. Vinson. I suggest, as it has been before Mr. Cunningham’s 
ene Mr. Chairman, that we hold it until Mr. Caunindieani is 

ere. 

Mr. Harpy. I think very definitely that ought to be done. 

The Cuarrmman. All right, we won’t argue on that. We will let 
that go over and we will hear the Navy tomorrow morning on title—— 

General Carrer. There was one question, sir, on Brook Army Hos- 
pital in connection with Bel Meade Apartments. We have the infor- 
mation which 

The Cuatrman. Where is that? On page—— 

Mr. Keiienuer. Page 4, sir, line 7. 

The Cuarrman, Oh, that is right, yes. 

Mr. Ketxener. It was passed. 

The Cuarrman. Brook Army Medical Center. 
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General Carrer. We are asking there for construction of nurses: 
quarters for 200 nurses, of $1,129,000, and the question Mr. Kilday 
raised was whether or not we would consider the Bel Meade Apart- 
ments for purchase. 

The Cuarrman. That is right. 

General Carrer. I have looked into the matter. We did consider 
the Bel Meade Apartments at the time we got approval of the Wherry 
bill project at Fort Sam Houston and it was vecided at that time, 
due to the small size of those apartments, which are well under what 
we can use for the Wherry bill or that we can get out of the Wherry 
bill, that we would not accept them. We got some figures from the 
Federal Housing Administration. 25 ae med the operators of the 
Bel Meade Apartments are just about breaking even on their invest- 
ment at the present time. 

There are 152 bedrooms in this housing development, rather than 
the 200 which we would get here. 

Of course, they are above the standard which we would give our 
nurses in the building, in that each nurse would then have a combina- 
tion living room with one of the other girls, and a kitchen. They 
would probably like it much better. 

It would cost more money because in addition to the 152, we would 
need still 50 more, at $5,000, approximately, each. 

3 Sek uh And the cost of Bel Meade compared to the cost of 
uildin, 

Gener Carrer. As far as we can determine—and those cost figures 
are, of course, different to get out. I don’t know what they would want 
to charge us for it. The FHA estimate as to the cost of construction 
was about $1,100,000. 

Mr. Kiipay. What is the FHA guaranteed loan on it now? 

ny Carrer. I do not have that figure, sir. They didn’t give 
us that. 

Mr. Kixpay. I believe I used the figure the other day of $935,000. 

General Carter. It should be about that. 

Mr. Kitpay. So it would run about $1 million for 150 spaces? 

General Carrer. That is right. 

Mr. 152 spaces? 

General Carter. That is right. 

Mr. Kiipay. What is your estimate on 200 spaces ? 

General Carter. $1 million, plus the utilities of $129,000. 

‘Mr. Approve it. 

The Cuarman. All right, without objection, Brook Army Medical 
center, Texas, is dd. 

Now that completes title I. Are there any other items at all—in 
addition to this new Section 103 ? 

General Carrer. No other items except that, sir. 

Now I have the figure you asked me for on the estimated total at 
this time to finally complete Carson as a permanent station. 

The Cuarrman. Yes. 

General Carter. That is about $72 million. 

The CHarrMan. $72 million. 

General Carrer. Which will, of course, be spread over many years. 

The CHarrMaNn. Yes. 

Mr. Vrxson. Mr. Chairman, I vote we take up the Navy tomorrow. 
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_ The Cuatrman. We will take up the Navy. 

Mr. Bray. On that Carson matter 

The Cuatrman. Yes, that is $72 million, the total. 

Mr. Bray. I am objecting to that and move it go over until a later 
date, on Carson. 

The Cuairman. Yes. Well, we passed it by temporarily and I 
will discuss it more with you, Mr. Bray. 

x. Bray. Yes, sir. 

e Cuarrman. I think that finishes your title of the bill. 

General Carrer. I think so. 

The CuammaNn. The Chair wants to thank you and your coworkers 
for being patient in plowing through this. We will take up title II 
tomorrow with the Navy. 

Mr. WickersuaM. We are going back to the pollution matters in 
the State of minahiagiee and the other places ¢ 

The Cuarrman, Yes. 

General Carrer. We will furnish the information. I presume you 
will ask the Department of Defense to get it for the three services. 

The Cuarrman. Before we recess, the Chair would like to appoint 
a special committee to study hospitals and the use that is being made 
or failure to use existing facilities. Mr. Shafer will be named Chair- 
man, and serving with him on the majority side is the gentleman 
from Iowa, Mr. Cunningham, and the gentleman from Maine, Mr. 
Nelson. 

Mr. Vinson. I suggest, Mr. Chairman, Mr. Rivers and Mr. Philbin. 

The Cuatrman. And Mr. Rivers and Mr. Philbin constitute the 
subcommittee; that is, the special Shafer subcommittee. 


The committee will stand adjourned until 10 o’clock in the morn- 
ing, when we will hear the Navy. 

(Whereupon, at 12 noon, the committee adjourned to Tuesday, May 
11, 1954.) 


House or RepreseNTATIVES, 
on ARMED SERVICES, 
Washington, D. C., Tuesday, May 11, 1954. 


(The committee met at 10:10 a, m., the Hon. Dewey Short, chair- 
man of the committee, presiding.) 

The Carman. Representative Long of Louisiana is here this 
morning. He is very much interested in the matter of housing, par- 
ticularly coming under the Army section of the bill under consider- 
ation. 

Mr. Long’s colleague, Mr. Brooks, a member of this committee, has 
spoken to the chairman 2 or 3 different times. I told him only Sunday 
own at Eglin Field that we would be very happy to hear you, sir. 

So, Mr. Long, any statement you care to make, we will hear you at 
this time. 

bail Lone. Thank you, Mr. Chairman, and members of the com- 
mittee. 

_I shall not take a great deal of your time. I just merely want to 
kind of keep my word and keep the record straight. I am here this 
morning to discuss briefly—and I would like to, if I may, submit a 
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repared statement and then make just a short statement orally which 
think will take much less time. ae 

I am discussing House bill 8726. The part that I want to direct 
your attention to at this time will be found on page 4, line 16; page 
5, lines 8 and 9; and page 61, line 12. 

That has to do with an appropriation to build additional barracks 
at Camp Riley, Kans., I believe it is, and Camp Benning, Ga. These 
installations—— 

The Cuatrman. Fort Riley and Fort Benning. 

Mr. Lona. Fort Riley and Fort Benning, Ga. 

The Cuarrman. Fort Riley and Fort Benning. 

Mr. Lone. That is right. 

The necessity of these installations has been caused in my opinion 
by the removal of soldiers from Camp Polk, La., to these camps and 
that is the point I want to direct your attention to at this time. 

I just merely want to tell you the size of Camp Polk and tell you my 
reasons for feeling that the camp should not have been moved and that 
money should not be appropriated to build additional barracks at these 
other camps at this particular time. 

The acreage at Gane Polk includes, that is, including artillery 
range, is more than 105,000 acres. In addition, they have 1,375 acres 
of leased land. 

Then the Government owns 33,448 acres adjacent to this ground 
which is being used for that purpose. My argument goes to this 
Hac we And I think nearly all of us are interested in balancing the 

dget. I can’t see for the life of me how we can move soldiers from 
a camp that is already brand new, practically, and move them to other 
places where you are going to have to build additional installations and 
spend millions of dollars and then call that economy. 

T can’t understand that situation. 

I might say here, that when this matter first came up some of the 
Members of Congress from Louisiana, including both Senators, met in 
Senator Ellender’s office with a number of the armed services, members 
of the armed services who were dealing with this matter. 

And I have included their names in here, and I will not take time 
to go over all that. 

ut we were discussing this very oe ee and that is why I am 
here this morning. Those fellows told us the reasons and convinced us 
that they should move it because it was an economy move. And I was 
ready to go along and the rest of the delegation was for economy. 

But Senator Ellender asked them this question: 

Will you be before the Congress asking for more money to build additional 
barracks and installations at these two camps? 

And the answer came back a positive No; not one dollar would be 

asked. But. here I find today that in this particular bill one of the 

guise that these barracks are falling down, another guise that, these 
arracks are old and they need new permanent installations, 


We find they are to spend at these 2 camps more than $15 million. 
And under cover, you will find out, Mr, Chairman, and members of 
this committee, that they propose next year to come here and ask for 
$50 million more. And the next year they will ask an equal amount. 
There is no limit to this thing. We are tearing down camps at one 
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place and moving them to another. And may I say here in passing 
that I think this is bad for another reason. 

We don’t want to get our camps too large. Leave them scattered 
as they are and then if the atomic bombs fall, there will be somebody 
else left to pick up and carry on where they are forced to leave oif 
by the fact that that bomb has been dropped. 

I am going to submit at this time my prepared statement and trust 
that you will take time. I know you are busy and I don’t want to 
take up your time. I know what it is. 1 am on some committees 
myself. 

The Cuamrman. Without objection, your full statement will be in- 
cluded in the record. 

(The statement is as follows:) 


Mr. Chairman, I appreciate much the opportunity to appear before your com- 
mittee today and discuss with you a matter in which 1 am deeply interested, 
the closing of Camp Polk, La. 

When the proposition of closing Camp Polk was announced, a number of 
the members of the Louisiana delegation, including both Senators, met in 
Senator Hilender’s office with the following representatives of the Army: Frank 
H. Higgens, Deputy Assistant for Materiel to the Secretary of the Army; T. A. 
Young, Special Assistant to the Secretary of the Army; Brig. Gen. W. A. Carter, 
Chief of Staff, Logistics; and Lt. Col. Floyd E. Minor of General Carter’s staff. 

We felt that Camp Polk was being closed at an inopportune time. We felt, 
further, that in view of the fact that this camp was well established and could 
be used for many years without much repair, that it was a mistake to move 
the soldiers to other camps where additional barracks would have to be built 
to accommodate them. 

But we were told by those representing the Army that it would not be necessary 
to spend one dollar for installations, thus it would save the Army a great 
deal of money to consolidate the camps. 

Senator Ellender asked the specific question, “Will you be before the Appro- 
priations Committee asking for more money to build barracks at Fort Riley, 
Kans., and Fort Benning, Ga.?’ The answer was “No.” 

Relying on that fact, we dismissed any idea of retaining Camp Polk at its 
location in Louisiana, although, in my humble opinion, this is one of the best 
situated camps in the United States of America. It comprises more than 
105,000 acres, including the artillery range, owned by the Government. It 
leases an additional 1,375 acres and owns outside the camp area more than 
83,000 acres known as the Peason Ridge artillery range. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, in view of this fact, I submit to you that it was not good 
judgment to move the boys from this camp to another where mlilions of dollars 
would have to be expended in order to house them. 

They could have remained at Camp Polk without the expenditure of one dime 
for those facilities. 

Then when this camp became run down and worn oyt, there might be reason 
to move to new camps. 

And I submit to you further, that it is possible to have camps that are too 
large in this country. Were we attacked by atomic bombs, a large camp might 
be exactly what we don’t want, for, with one bomb, it might be put out of 
commission, Whereas, if we have many camps, such as those closed recently, 
we would have power to strike back. 

So much for that. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, too much money has been wasted by the Army with 
Congress having no chance to say what it thought about it. They come to the 
Congress.and ask for large appropriations to build great installations all over 
= country; but when they decide to abandon them, they merely pick up and 
eave, 

They don’t ask us if we think they should do it, nor do they let us have a 

nce to examine the feasibility of such a move. As an example, they built 
at Camp Claiborne, La., one of the largest camps in the country. They built 
another camp at Camp Livingston, near Alexandria. They laid water mains 
more than 14 inches in diameter in many instances for miles upon miles. They 
had the finest concrete sewer system that money can buy. 
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They built miles of the finest concrete and blacktop roads in all the world. 
They built power plants: they built a water system at Camp Livin’ston cost- 
ing in the millions of dollars. But just as soon as the war was over, this was 
declared surplus. The houses were torn down and moved. There might be 
some justification in moving the houses, as they deteriorate, but there was no 
justification for tearing up the splendid sewer system and those splend‘d roads, 
in viving away the water system, one of the best that money could build. 

D>» vou eall this economy. Now they have abandoned Camp Polk. The 
same thing will take place. In a few months, the whole thing will be declared 
surplus. In fact, I am told certain properties have already been dectared 
surrlus and are now in the process of being sold. 

When, oh, when, will the American people wake up and say to the Army and 
to the Congress of the United States that they are tired of this wasteful 
extravagance by the Army and the squandering of the taxpayers’ money? This 
money is taken from the paychecks of hardworking people, inclvding income 
taxes from people who earn less than $700 a year. I say that it is time that 
the Congress begins to think in terms of the suffering caused the American 
people by the wastefulness of the Army of the United States of America. This 
hi-h brass has no feeling for the suffering they are causing the American 
people. Many a child probably goes hungry at night as a result of the taxes his 
daddy had to pay because the Army wasted money in destroying camps. 

After destroying these camps, they are now back, in this short time, asking 
for money to build more camps, which will be torn up and sold—at a time 
when the American taxpayer is talking about balancing the budget and reducing 
taxation, How can we balance the budget and how can we reduce the taxes and 
how can the people, with panic staring them in the face, stand this kind of 
wasteful extravagance? 

I say, let’s send these soldiers back to camps like Camp Polk, standing there 
now for the bats to build in and waiting to be destroyed. It won't cost a 
dime. Soldiers can be shipped as cheaply from Camp Polk as they can from 
Fort Riley and Fort Benning, should it become necessary to move them. They 
should be housed in different parts of the United States; and, in the event an 
atomic homb is dropped, some will be left to retaliate before it is too late. 

I say in all seriousness that we should not concentrate troops in large camps 
and keep large amounts of materials and vehicles there. If we do, we will live 
to see the day that we will regret such foolishness on our part and that of the 
Army. 

I am aware of the fact that these generals know how to fight, but I say these 
men never learned business judgment, They went to West Point to learn how 
to conduct an army, to learn how to fight, to protect the soldiers in their charge ; 
but, my friends, they did not learn business. May I say they are not practicing 
good business ; and it is up to the Congress of the United States, made up of some 
ef tho best businessmen in the world, to say to these people, you must let us be 
the judge as to where the money can best be spent. I say it is time to draw a 
tight line on the Army and stop its wastefulness of the American taxpayers’ 
money. 


Mr. Lona. I trust the full committee will find time to read this and 
to see our point of view. 

The point in brief, is simply this, that with these barracks already 
built at Camp Polk, brand new, why then go to some other place where 
you have to build new barracks to take care of the soldiers you are 
moving? 

Thank you very kindly. 

The Cuatrman. Thank you very much, Congressman Long. The 
committee will give serious consideration to your statement. I think 
perhaps we should hear from any Army representative at this time, 
to follow this statement by the Congressman. 

General Carrer. I would like to make a very brief statement, Mr. 
Chairman. I attended the meeting with the Louisiana delegation 
which took place on the 25th of January. Since I am one of those 
involved, I think I can explain to the committee very satisfactorily. 

As you recall in my opening statement, in discussing the matter of 
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the permanent barracks, my statement was that in mid-February, the 
Office of the Secretary of Defense requested the Army to submit a 
barracks construction program as a replacement item for about 40,000 
additional permanent. barracks. 

That letter was received by the Army on the 17th of February. As 
you know, we do a great deal of work in the Department of the Army 
with the Secretary of Defense informally. The first time that any- 
body in the Army had heard that the Secretary of Defense in response 
to the President’s desires to improve the living conditions of our 
troops—the first time we had even had a rumor that this request was 
coming down or directive was coming down was the previous day, the 
16th of February. 

The troop units which are moving from Camp Polk to Riley— 
and incidentally none of them are moving to Fort Benning. The troop 
units—— 

Mr. Vinson. What is that? 

The CuHatrMan. None are moving to Fort Benning. 

General Carrer. None of the troops from Polk are moving to 
Benning. 

They are moving to Riley, Sill, Campbell, New Orleans port, Fort 
Sam Houston, Fort Leonard Wood, Fort Hood 50 men, Fort Sheridan, 
and 1 unit is being deactivated entirely. 

The CratrmMan. The whole point is this, General, isn’t it: it is im- 
possible for you to eat your cake and have it. We can’t maintain in 
time of peace camps that we had at the peak of World War II, as we 
are forced by lack of funds to retrench to a certain degree you can’t 
keep open all these camps, excellent as many of them are. 

General Carrer. That is exactly correct. 

The Cratmrman. They closed one in my district. They closed one 
in the gentleman from Michigan’s district. I daresay in many other 
districts, they closed camps of members of this committee. You have 
to close some of them. You, of course, try to exercise the very best 
judgment you can in the ones that you will keep open and operate, 
I take it. 

General Carter. That is correct, sir. By moving the troops out 
of Camp Polk, we estimate that the decrease in annual operating 
cost per calendar year will be $6,600,000. 

Mr. Vinson. Now, Mr. Chairman, I want the record to show this: 
as I understand from your statement, all of the enlisted men’s bar- 
racks referred to in this bill are replacements? 

General Carrer. That: is correct, sir. 

Mr. Vinson. Now, what about officers quarters? Are those re- 
placements or new? 

General Carter. Those are replacements also, sir. 

Mr. Vinson. All right. 

Then the committee can understand and advise the House that all 
this building program with reference to barracks and officers quarters 
are replacements / 

The Cuamman. So far as the Army is concerned. 

Mr. Vinson. So far as the Army is concerned. 

General Carter. There are two stations where the BOQ programs 
are not replacements. 

Mr. Vinson. What two places are those? 
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General Carter. I am sorry, the barracks program. 

The Cuatrman. That is right. 

General Carrer. One is Camp Hale. There are no barracks there. 
The other is Fort Bliss, Logan Heights. 

Mr. Vinson. All right. 

General Carrer. That is to replace those terrible hutments. 

Mr. Vinson. All right. 

Mr. Rivers. Mr. Chairman. 

The Mr. Rivers. 

Mr. Rivers. I wasn’t here yesterday. I want to ask General Carter 
what is the thinking in the Department of the Army regarding the 
status of Fort Jacke? Now, Fort Jackson—Mr. Vinson and I 
went down there, and saw it—is a very large boot camp. I heard 
some off-the-record talk that the Army is gong to abolish boot camps. 
I would just like to ask you how you are going to train them? And 
Jackson is the biggest boot camp you got. It has a tremendous acre- 
age, if you know about it. 

General Carter. I know about it. 

Mr. Rivers. And it has quite a few—thousands and thousands of 
troops there today. I just want to condition you. 

General Carter. Well your question about the Department of the 
Army thinking—that is a little difficult problem to answer, of course, 
because there are quite a few people in it. But I can tell you this, 
sir. The current plans for the Departaent of the Army are to 
continue the operation of Fort Jackson as a training camp, as long 
as the Army stays at its current strength of about 1 million men. As 
we reduce in size of course, we have to survey everything very 
carefully. 

Mr. Rivers. Yes. 

General Carrer. Now, in the long-range peacetime Army, which is 
much smaller than 1 million men, the current thinking as I under- 
stand it, is that we will organize—first, we will have no draft. Our 
men will all be volunteers and we will organize our Army into divi- 
sions of a smaller size than we now have, and that the recruits as 
they come into the Army day by day, week by week, and month by 
month, will be sent directly to the division. 

These will not be training divisions. They will be divisions which 
can be expanded quickly in the event of mobilization to fighting divi- 
sions. And during that long peacetime period, we will not have these 
training divisions as such because we will not get the large numbers 
of men in every month as we do now. Now, whether that will be 
approved or not, within the Department of the Army, sir, I cannot 


say. 

The Cuairman. That finishes, I think, everything for the Army. 

General Carter. Yes, sir. We do have the question of the amend- 
ment pertaining to the Gleason matter which Mr. Cunningham I 
believe is very familiar with. 

The Cuamman. That is all right, General. 

You will be available if we call later on that. 

General Carrer. Yes, sir. 

The CuarrMan. Will the committee please be in order. 

Let’s be in order, because the President of the United States is 
dedicating the Frieze over in the Rotunda of the Capitol at 11 o’clock 


this morning, and the Speaker called this morning and advised the 
chairmen of all committees that he didn’t want any committees sit- 
——— 11 o’clock this morning. 

e have finished title III of the Air Force portion of our bill. 
We have finished title I and title IV that deals with the Army portion 
of the bill. 

The Carman. This morning we are gong to take up title II of 
this military construction bill which deals with the Navy. 

I see they have a large representation here this morning. We are 
fortunate to have the Assistant Secretary of the Navy, Mr. Fogler, 
who is a very busy man and who will not be able to appear at an 
other time. We are going to hear him first this morning on title I, 
the Navy section of the bill. 

I suppose you have a prepared statement, Mr. Secretary ? 

Secretary Focrer. I have, Mr. Chairman. 

The Cuatrman. And you can proceed without interruption. 

Members of the committee may want to ask you a few questions. 
But after we hear you, then we will be glad to hear from Admiral 
Mendenhall, who is present. But we will have to adjourn this morning 
at 11 o’clock. We will perhaps reach the line items tomorrow. 

Secretary Foc ier. Thank you, Mr. Chairman, and members of the 
committee. 

This is my first appearance before you as Assistant Secretary of 
the Navy. I am here to take this opportunity to express my pleasure 
in being here and my appreciation for the privilege of coming before 
you to open this presentation of the Navy Department proposal for 
the public works authorization for the fiscal year 1955. 

The Navy is requesting $207,239,000 new authorization for the 
construction of 212 projects at 118 shore stations; 177 projects are 
at stations in the United States and 35 projects are at bases overseas. 
There are included in the program 37 classified projects at locations 
in the United States and overseas. 

Our program is based on a continuing shore station improvement 
plan to support the current and planned force levels of the Navy. The 
facilities requested are essential to meet our strategic requirements, to 
keep abreast of technological advancements in materials and weapons, 
to replace deteriorated and uneconomical facilities, and to conduct 
research to meet the fleet’s operational needs. 

The shore station improvement plan has been under development 
for a number of years. The fiscal year 1955 program that will be 

resented to this committee is well within the guidance furnished the 
Navy by the Secretary of Defense. This program has been subjected 
to critical review in the Office of the Chief of Naval Operations, the 
Office of the Secretary of the Navy, the Office of the Secretary of 
Defense, and the Bureau of The Budget. 

Each project in this program has been presented to me by the 
officials of the department most familiar with the project. I have 
reviewed the entire program and have personally visited several of 
the stations for which projects are planned. 

I have been assisted in my review of this program by five consultants 
whom I have engaged to advise me from time to time on facility 
matters. 
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These five consultants are retired businessmen, each one of whom 
has had years of successful and responsible experience in production, 
finance, industry, and construction. They have reviewed each of the 
projects in detail and have visited many of the stations included in 
the program. They have analyzed construction costs for each item in 
the program, and have concurred in the need for these facilities. 

These five consultants have been particularly impressed by the rela- 
tively low level of funds heretofore available for advanced planning. 
They are convinced, as I am, that the Government, like industry, can 
effect sudstantial savings if detailed engineering cost estimates are 
developed for each proposed facility project. 

Until recently w have had to cobs these engineering studies after 
projects were authorized and funds appropriated. This has neces- 
sarily resulted in a delay in placing public works funds under contract. 

More importantly, this has tended to limit the scope of engineering 
investigation. Thus, we have not always been able to state with 
assurance that the project proposed is the most economical method of 
achieving our objective. For the present, we are assuring ourselves 
that no bids will be requested until after the requisite engineering 
studies are reviewed by our board of five consultants. 

We are now seeking $5 million for advanced planning in fiscal year 
1955. This request reflects a conviction on our part that detailed 
engineering studies should be conducted before projects are proposed 
to the Congress for authorization and appropriation. 

Due to the availability of advanced Penning funds during fiscal 
year 1954, the cost estimates petivided in this program are more 
accurate than those provided in previous years. We expect still 
greater improvement in fiscal year 1956. With the increased advanced 
planning funds we are now requesting, and will request in future 
years, we expect to be able by fiscal year 1957 to provide the Congress 
with detailed engineering cost estimates for each project for which we 
seek authorization and appropriation. The availability of such in- 
formation for all projects will enable us to effect savings in our main- 
tenance and operating budgets. 

A large portion of the program is for the continued development of 
fleet-support aviation activities in the United States and overseas. 
New facilities to be developed include one new airfield for the Marine 
Corps at Beaufort, S. C., a pipeline from Naval Petroleum Reserve 
No. 1, Elk Hills, Calif., to the city of Los Angeles, which is an im- 
mediate mobilization requirement, a classified project to support the 
continental defense plan, a number of ciassified projects to provide 
facilities for new weapons, and a classified project to augment fa- 
cilities at an overseas installation. 

Percentagewise, the progam breaks down as follows: Operational! 
facilities 49 percent of the total program, classified projects 31 per- 
cent, research and development facilities 5 percent, troop housing and 
messing 8 percent, training facilities 6 percent, and land acquisition 
1 percent. 

It is my belief that our program is austere and tailored to meet 
only the urgent needs of the Naval Shore Establishment. It is my 
hope that the full amount of $207,239,000 requested will be authorized. 
Your favorable action is most respectfully requested. 
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Rear Admiral Mendenhall, Assistant Chief of Naval Operations 
and senior member of the CNO’s Shore Station Development Board, 
will be my representative during the course of your hearing on $726. 
He, assisted by other Navy Department representatives, will present 
the details of the Navy program. 

Major General Hill, Quartermaster General of the Marine Corps, 
will present the Marine Corps program, Rear Admiral Perry, Chief 
of the Bureau of Yards and Docks, will be present to justify con- 
struction costs. 

If we do not have all the information which you would like, we 
should be very glad indeed to get it for you. 

Again, I appreciate very much being here. 

Possibly you would like to know who the five consultants are, and 
a little bit of that background. Would qou like that, Mr. Chairman ¢ 

The Cuairman. Yes, I think it will be helpful. 

Mr. I 

The Cuarrman. First, I just express to you my appreciation for a 
very fine statement. It is brief, but clear and to the point. I take 
it that the bulk of the funds you are asking for operational facilities 
and classified projects? 

Mr. Foeier. That is right. 

The Carman. And you whittled away and chopped and hacked 
until you think the $207 million is the irreducible minimum with which 
you can carry out your functions and mission ? 

Mr. Foater. I feel that very strongly, Mr. Chairman. 

The CrratmrMan. Yes. 

Now, if you don’t mind, the committee would like to know who these 
five businessmen are who assisted you in going over this program. 

Mr. Focier. Well, one of them is somewhat a leader of the group. 
It is Mr. John R. Dallerup, whose home is in Carmel, Calif. 

Mr. Vinson. What is his name ¢ 

Mr. Focier. Dallerup. 

Mr. Vinson. Oh. 

Mr. Foerer. He has over 40 years of experience in the field of pro- 
duction. He spent 10 years previous to World War I with the Anglo- 
Persian Oil Co., and he was then associated with the management of 
the Esperson estate in Texas. That estate had a great deal to do with 
the development of the industrial area of Houston. 

He served as a naval officer during both World Wars. Associated 
with him are Lance Baird, who lives in the same community, Carmel, 
Calif. He was associated with the Alexander Baldwin interests in 
the Hawaiian Islands for 52 years, serving as the fiscal agent and 
director of the corporation with a great deal of responsibility for the 
company’s construction and building activities. 

Mr. Harry E. Weaver, from San Angelo, Tex., has had 48 years in 
the field of construction as a registered architect, a licensed engineer 
and a contractor. 

Mr. Albert A. Walther from Boise, Idaho, has had 35 years with 
Morrison & Knudson Co., construction and earth-moving company, 
and Mr. Walther is an expert in earth moving and in paving projects. 

Mr. Claude D. Herbert, of Denair, Calif., has been associated with 
the Westinghouse Electric Co. on the west coast for 47 years. He 
hanglled all phases of their construction program in that area. 
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Now, these men call themselves the five old men, but I can assure you 
they are a very alert and a very hopeful group. They have actually 
spent about a third of their time since last November in consulting 
with us in the Navy. I think Admiral Perry will bear me out in say- 
ing they have been a great help to us. 

The CuarrmMan. I am sure, Mr. Secretary, not only the members of 
this committee but the members in uniform of all our armed services 
are deeply appreciative of the valuable contribution that these civil- 
ians, not only at present time, but in World War I and particularly 
in World War II and the Korean conflict, have made to our national 
defense. 

The men in the Army, Navy, and Air Force couldn’t get along with- 
out their managerial geniuses, their organizing capacity and their 
long years of successful, proved business experience. 

I think that they are true patriods. They are as much of a soldier 
= a man in the front line of battle. And we are deeply grateful to 
them. 

We appreciate the statement you have given. If there are no ques- 
tions anyone cares to ask we will hear from Admiral Mendenhall. 
Thank you very much, Mr. Secretary. 

We know that you are busy and we will excuse you. But we appre- 
ciate your presence. 

Mr. Focier. Thank you again, Mr. Chairman, and members of the 
committee. 

The Cuarrman. I think Admiral Mendenhall—— 

Mr. Footer. This is Admiral Mendenhall. 

The Cruarrman. Yes. 

Mr. Footer. And this is Admiral Perry. 

The Cuarrman. Fine. Thank you, Mr. Secretary. 

I think Admiral you perhaps could give us your prepared state- 
ment before we recess this morning. 

These ceremonies in the Capitol are from 11 to 11: 45 and we should 
get out of here at least 10 minutes to 11 o’clock. 

Admiral Menpenuatt. Mr. Chairman, my statement acts as an in- 
troduction. So if I may, I would like to read that, sir, and it takes 
about 13 minutes. 

The Crarrman. All right. That is just time. 

Mr. Smarr. Sit down, Admiral, and be at ease. 

The Cuarrman. That is just time. You give us your general state- 
ment, and the committee then will recess until 10 o’clock tomorrow 
morning. 

Admiral Menvennatn. All right, sir. 

The Cuamman. And if you will be back with your representatives 
you can take up where we leave off and then we will discuss the line 
items in the bill. 

Admiral Menpennatn. Secretary Fogler in his presentation of the 
Navy public-works program for fiscal year 1955 has outlined the pro- 

me a associates and I are prepared to present the Navy projects 
In detail. 

I will outline to the committee the arrangement of our presentation. 
As in past years, we have divided the complete program into classes 
or categories. Each category comprises those activities of the Naval 
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Shore Establishment which come under the management control of 
a Navy Department bureau or office. There are 13 such bureaus and 
offices exercising management control over units of the Shore Estab- 
lishment. For example, activities which are under the management 
control of the Bureau of Aeronautics, and have projects included in 
the program constitute a class or category which is designated in our 
presentation as “aviation facilities.” In this program the Marine 
Corps and 10 bureaus and offices including the office of the Chief of 
Naval Operations are supporting various projects. 

Accordingly, the book of justification 1s divided into 11 categories, 
which we —— to take up in order. ‘These categories summarized 
by program objectives are: 

(1) Shipyard facilities—New authorization $7,771,000: The pro- 
gram for this category is planned principally to develop facilities in 
the continental United States for the repair and conversion of carriers 
having canted decks, for modernizing shop facilities, for replacement 
of badly deteriorated waterfront facilities, and for improving research 
facilities in the field of naval mines. 

(2) Fleet facilities—New authorization $12,533,000. The facilities 
in this class are required to keep abreast of technological advances 
in underseas weapons, to develop installations used directly in support 
of operations of fleet units to provide new facilities to meet the 
strategic needs of the Navy. 

(8) Aviation facilities—New authorization, $100,724,000: This part 
of the program is designed to continue the planned development of 
the master jet fields and their auxiliaries in keeping with advanced 
aircraft design; to provide operational facilities at several air train- 
ing stations m continuation of the modernization program; and to 
increment research and development facilities to keep pace with moal- 
ern advancements in aircraft and weapons. 

The overseas portion of this class is devoted mainly to development 
of overseas bases needed for strategic purposes. In addition, it in- 
cludes facilities for the Continental Defense. 

(4) Supply facilities—New authorization, $35,312,000: Ninety-five 
percent of this requested authorization is for construction of bulk stor- 
age for aviation and other naval fuels at overseas locations to provide 
strategic reserves. The balance of the request provides for improve- 

(5) Marine Corps facilities—New authorization, $2,605,000: This 
new authorization is to provide facilities to correct deficiencies in ex- 
isting training and logistic-support installations of the Marine Corps. 

(6) Ordnance facihties—New authorization $7,540,000: This part 
of the program is directed toward improvement of ammunition stor- 
age and handling facilities and increased safety at ordnance depots; 
and augmenting research, development, and testing facilities to keep 
pace with advances in the ordnance field. 

(7) Service school facilities—New authorization $14,804,000: This 
authorization is for correction of deficiencies in training facilities and 
for improvement of living conditions for uniformed personnel at 
several continental training installations. 

(8) Medical facilities—New authorization, $1,001,000: Two exist- 
ing naval hospitals will be enabled, under this authorization, to fill 
certain deficiencies in operational and personnel facilities. 
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(9) Communication facilities—New authorization, $6,520,000 : This 
item is for augmentation of an installation in the Pacific which is a 
iink in the worldwide naval communication system. 

(10) Office of Naval Research Facilities—New authorization, 
$996,000: This item is requested to permit the Navy to widen its re- 
search in the applications of nuclear research in the field of applied 
sciences. 

(11) Yards and Docks facilities—New authorization, $17,433,000 : 
The items requested apply to overall Navy needs. They include land 
acquisition, provision of premobilization requirements and provision 
for repair or replacement of deteriorated waterfront facilities and of 
facilities damaged or destroyed by typhoons, earthquakes or similar 
unforeseen disasters. 

You have before you the Navy public-works justification book. 
There is a looseleaf page inside of the cover of the book, this page is 
a breakdown of the program by functional types. 

The book is arranged in four parts. The first two unnumbered 
pages, summarize by classes or categories, the authorizations and pro- 
posed funding being requested in this program. The second part 
(pp. 1-24) consists of an index of continental projects and o¥erseas 
ty aor Within each category the projects are listed alphabetically 

y location. 


The third and fourth parts are the projects arranged by categories 
for continental and overseas activities, respectively, in the same order 
in which they appear in sections 201 and 202 of H. R. 8726. 

The project sheets are presented in a new format designed to afford 
ready answers to questions that naturally arise when various stations 
are under discussion and to give details of the projects requested for 


the stations. 

For example, I offer this enlarged duplication of the page Cl-1 of 
the book, the first station for which projects are requested in our 
program. This is merely an enlargement of the page referred to, sir, 
if you prefer to refer to that. 

Line I is a title line. 

Line IT shows the name of the installation and its location. 

Line ITI is the mission assigned to the installation. 

Line IV gives the date the station was established, the area of the 
station in acres Government owned or leased, the personnel strength 
as of March 5, 1954, and the planned strength for fiscal year 1957. 

Line V shows the plant value of the installation. This is the origi- 
nal cost of buildings and land plus cost of additions thereto. This 
does not represent a current replacement value. In other words, 
that is how much the Government has spent from public-works ap- 
propriations on this particular installation up to this time. 

Funded construction not in plant value. Includes public-works 
construction completed but not yet added to the plant account, public 
works under contract but not complete and public works or equipment 
funded but not yet under contract. 

Estimated additional appropriation required is the estimated funds 
required to complete or modernize the station in accordance with 
master plans. 

This in effect is our estimate of what it would take to make this 
plant completely modernized and up to date in all respects able to 
meet its assigned mission. 


Existing unfunded authorization is the amount of the authorization 
granted by the Congress for which matching appropriations are not 
available. This item includes residual authorization remaining from 
completed projects, projects not now considered essential and which 
will be rescinded at. the first session of the next Congress in accordance 
with section 408, Public Law 564 of the 8Ist Congress, and a few proj- 
ects which have been authorized but not yet funded. 

Proposed fiscal year 1955 authorization is the authorization being 
requested for the station in the program on which you are now con- 
ducting hearings. 

Proposed fiscal year 1955 appropriation is the appropriation that 
will be requested for the station this year if the project is approved 
by the Congress. 

Estimated future appropriations required. The amount shown 
under this heading is the difference between the amount in the column 
titled “Estimated Additional Appropriation Required” and the 
amount. requested for appropriation this year. It represents the long 
range estimated cost of facilities needed for the installation after 1955 
to permit it to carry out its mission. 

Line VI summarizes the project or projects for the installation 
which is being requested in the bill before you. It shows the title of 
the project. and its component parts. 

Line VII gives a brief justification for the proposed project or proj- 
ects: The page immediately following each project sheet gives de- 
tailed justific ation and deser iption of the projects. 

The Cuarroan. This is a fine thumbnail sketch. You have broken 
it down into functions and its categories, and given us a good overall 
picture-of the presentation you are going to make. 

I think that all of the departments have done much better in the 
presentation of this bill than they have on. any prev ious one we have 
considered, haven't they, Mr. Vinson? Cas:"t you agree with that ? 

Mr. Vinson. Absolutely. I agree heartily. _ 

The Cuarrman. We were surprised the Air Corps, which is still an 
infant compared to the older branches of the services, make the pro- 
gram that they have. The Army made an excellent presentation, 
And I am sure that the Navy is going to come through with flying 
colors. 

We stand adjourned until 10 o’clock, tomorrow morning, when we 
will hear Rear Admiral Perry. 

Admiral Menpennaty. We shiall endeavor to do so. 

The Cuarrman. Thank you very much, Admiral Mendenhall. 

Admiral Menpennaun. Thank you, sir. 

(Whereupon, at 10:50 a. m., a recess was taken, to reconvene at 
10 a. m., Wednesday, May 12, 1954, the following day.) 


Houser or Representatives, 
CoMMITrrEE ON ARMED SERVICES, 
Washington, D. C., Wednesday, May 12, 1954. 
(The committee met at 10 a. m., Hon. Dewey Short, chairman of 
the committee, presiding.) 
The CuarrmMan. The committee will please be in order. 
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Yesterday, when we had adjourned we had finished the Army 
section of the bill, and had taken up the Navy, title II, section of the 
bill and had heard from the Assistant Secretary, Mr. Fogler, and also 
from Admiral Mendenhall. 

I think that the first statement we were scheduled to have this 
morning is by Admiral Perry. I understand Admiral Perry has to 
go down South to make a speech for the Deputy Secretary of Defense, 
Bob Anderson. We want to accommodate you, Admiral. 

I think if members of the committee will pay close attention this 
morning, we can move rather rapidly, and it is my hope that we can 
finish this bill tomorrow, today and tomorrow. 

We will run from 10 to 12 this morning, and 2 hours tomorrow, 
and I think perhaps we can finish the bill tomorrow. 

Go ahead, and make your statement, sir. 

Admiral Perry. Thank you, sir. 

The Cuarrman. And then we can take up the line items. 

Admiral MENDENHALL. Yes, sir. 

Admiral Perry. Mr. Chairman and members of the committee, The 
Bureau of Yards and Docks is responsible for the design and con- 
struction of the buildings and facilities for the Navy Department 
authorized and appropriated for under the heading of “Public works, 
Navy.” As Chief of the Bureau, I would like to report briefly to 
this committee on the status of construction of the Navy’s Shore 
Establishment. 

In the engineering development of public works programs in recent 
years, the Buren of Yorks and Docks has relied heavily on the 


availability of “Advance planning” funds granted to us by the Con- 


ress. Through the use of these funds, the Bureau has been‘able to 
improve the development of design and cost data for future budget 
submissions to this and other committees. 

In fact, in fiseal year 1955, as pointed out by Mr. Fogler yesterday, 
we are requesting $5 million for this purpose as contrasted with only 
half that amount in prior years. 

Along the same line, the Bureau is continuing to develop construc- 
tion standards in keeping with the austere building program directed 
by the Congress, the Secretary of Defense, and the Secretary of the 

avy. All efforts are being made to prom strictly functional fa- 
cilities with durability consistent with their mission. 

In fiscal year 1955, the Bureau will continue its policy of awarding 
construction contracts as a result of competitive bidding. It is not 
expected that cost-plus-a-fixed-fee contracts will be required in the 
continental United States for work contained in this public works 
bill. Cost-plus-a-fixed-fee contracts must continue to be utilized in 
a few foreign or isolated locations where the risks that would have to 
be assumed by the contractors under a lump-sum contract would result 
in excessive and unwarranted costs to the Government. 

The Bureau’s construction program, I believe, is in a sound financial 
condition. From the chart attached to this statement, it can be seen 
that in the fiscal years 1948 through 1954, $1.8 billion have been appro- 

riated to the Navy for public works. As of March 1, 1954, $1.46 
illion (81 percent) of the $1.8 billion has been obligated and $1.25 
billion actually expended. 
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Of the $343 million remaining unobligated, $229 million is com- 
mitted in one form or another for foreseeable future construction ; 
another $51 million is reserved for construction temporarily deferred 
because of lack of base rights, operational design criteria, and similar 
reasons beyond the Bureau of > and Docks control. The balance 
is being held to cover anticipated contingent costs, Bureau administra- 
tive exenses, and technical collateral. 

I will be present throughout these hearings, and I will be pleased 
to answer any questions concerning the operation of the Bureau of 
Yards and Docks and the Navy’s public works program. 

Thank you. 

The Cuairman. Thank you, Admiral Perry. 

Any general questions before we start on the line items? 

(No response. ) 

The CuarrmMan. How many authorizations, new authorizations are 
you asking here, or are there any authorizations that are carried over 
from prior years, prior authorizations? 

Admiral Perry. In this bill, I think it is 213 items that are being 
asked for, Mr. Chairman. 

The Cuamman. New? 

Admiral Ferry. These are all new; yes, sir. 

The New items. 

Admiral Perry. Yes, sir. 

The Cuarrman. All new, 213. 

Mr. Smart. No reprograming. 

The Cuatrman. No reprograming; no, sir. 

Admiral Perry. No, sir. 


Mr. Rivers. Could I make one inquiry, Mr. Chairman? 

The Cuatrman. Yes. 

Mr. Rivers. I noticed the Admiral has said that $51 million of that 
original sum has been held up because of various things beyond your 


control, one of which was the acquisition of base rights 

Admiral Perry. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Rivers. What do you mean by that? 

Admiral Perry. Well—— 

Mr. Rivers. What countries? 

Admiral Perry. Mr. Congressman, for instance, I will just use any 
site as an example. In the Azores—if we had authorization and 
funds for construction in the Azores and we had not come to a com- 
plete agreement with the Portuguese Government for the rights which 
we would get from them, we could not possibly start the construction 
of those, that is of any base in the Azores, you see. 

Mr. Rivers. I understand that. 

But I mean, is any foreign government holding up permission for 
you to make formal entry and action to begin on your construction ? 

Admiral Perry. We have Italy; yes. 

We have authorizations on the books for work in Italy which we 
can’t proceed with. 

Mr. Rivers. That is the same old thing, Mr. Chairman, Italy and 
France, both. 

Admiral Perry. Until base rights are agreed to. 

Mr. Rivers. Spain is not one of those. 

Admiral Perry. Spain is not one of those, Mr. Chairman. 
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Mr. Rivers. That is all, Mr. Chairman. 

The Carman. Thank you very much, Admiral Perry, 

Title IL of the bill, middle of page 7, section 201, which is very 
broad and covers the whole thing. 


The Secretary of the Navy is authorized to establish or develop naval installa- 
tions and facilities by the construction, conversion, rehabilitation, or installation 
of permanent or temporary public works in respect of the following projects 
which include site preparation, appurtenances, and related utilities and 
equipment, 


That covers the waterfront pretty well. 

Now, we will take up the first item in continental United States, 
the shipyard facilities, Naval Shipyard, Boston, Mass. Tell us a little 
about that. 

Mr. Vinson. What page is that ¢ 

The Cuarrman. Page 7 in the bill and page-—— 

Mr. Cl-1. 

The Caiman. Cl-1. The pages instead of being numbered 
numerically are Cl-1. 

Do you have it 

Mr. Vinson. Yes. 

The Cuamman. All right, Admiral Mendenhall, the Naval Ship- 
yard at Boston. 

Admiral Menpenuaty. Mr. Chairman, the sponsor for this project 
was the Bureau of Ships and the next few items are also for the 
Bureau of Ships. I have a prepared statement, prepared by Admiral 
Nibecker, Deputy Chief of Bureau of Ships, which is really just 
descriptive of the projects which are to follow. IT would suggest, sir, 
if IT may, we insert this in the record and proceed immediately with 
the consideration of the items, item by item. 

The Cnamman. Yes, I think so. 

(The statement is as follows :} 


The Bureau of Ships’ Public Works program requests for fiscal year 1955 
consists of only 6 projects. These 6 projects constitute only the bare essentials 
required this year to prosecute the Bureau's highest priority objectives which 
are dictated by the current Navy shipbuilding, ship repair and overhaul program. 

In brief, the projects will support four basic objectives, 

First, to continue a program initiated in fiscal year 1953 for provision of new 
erane track facilities around drydocks required for the overhaul and repair 
of the new large aircraft carriers of the /'orrestal class and for conversions of 
the Midway class carriers. 

Only one project is included in support of this objective consisting of con- 
struction of additional erane tracks at drydock No. 4, San Francisco Naval 
Shipyard at an estimated cost of $1,091,000, 

Iue to the wide overhang of the flight deck on these carriers, the drydock 
cranes will not be able to operate on existing tracks. Two of the new carriers 
are under construction, a contract was recently awarded for a third, and a 
fourth is included in the fiscal year 1955 budget. 

The first of the Midiray class conversions is authorized and scheduled to 
begin in May, the second is in the fiscal year 1955 budget, and a third is 
planned for fiscal year 1956, 

A drawing has been prepared showing a new large aircraft carrier of the 
Forrestal class in the drydeck at San Francisco Naval Shipyard which may 
give a better understanding of the adverse conditions to be met and overcome. 
If desired, this drawing will be shown as the project is considered. 

Second, to provide for improvement and replacement of industrial facilities 
required for current operations at shipyards where the most serious deficiencies 
exist. Three projects are included in support of this objective. First, is the 
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replacement of pier No. 11 at Boston Naval Shipyard at an estimated cost of 
$3,400,000. 

Of the 11 piers at Boston, only piers Nos, 1 and 5 are permanent type struc- 
tures, and only pier No. 5 has adequate facilities for overhaul of large ships and 
auxiliaries. The balance of the piers are of wooden construction most of which 
are approximately 25 years old. 

During the past several years, an increasing campaign of maintenance and 
rehabilitation has been required in order to keep them serviceable. Deteriora- 
tion has reduced the majority of the piers to the point of very limited use and 
capacity, and some of the piers are now beyond economical repair. 

This project is the first increment of a long-range program for replacement of 
the wooden piers over the next several years. The second project is for re- 
placement of the pipelitters shop at the San Francisco Naval Shipyard which 
was destroyed by fire several years ago. This shop is considered to be the most 
serious industrial shop deficiency of the entire Naval Shore Establishment. 
The makeshift facilities now being used for operation of this shop seriously 
reduce the operating efficiency, thus creating a very heavy burden on the yard 
as a whole. 

The estimated cost of this shop building is $1 million. The third project is for 
additional seg air facilities at the Charleston Naval Shipyard at an 
estimated cost of $555,000 and is required to augment and replace worn out 
equipment, 

The yard is now operating with borrowed portable emergency equipment for 
a substantial portion of its current workload. 

The third objective is the acquisition of land and property needed to protect 
the Navy's investments. Only one project, the acquisition of the San Fran- 
cisco and Napa Valley Railroad estimated to cost $225,000 is included, 

The Mare Island Naval Shipyard which is the railroad’s only customer, is 
entirely dependent on this carrier for rail transportation. Purchase of this 
railroad is necessary to protect the Navy from exorbitant transportation charges 
which have been imposed in the past several years, and are currently being paid. 

The Navy is how paying ap proximately $140,000 per year over and above 
the terminal freight rates to the San Francisco Bay area, due to its dependence 
upon this carrier. 

The fourth objective proposes to improve and increase research and develop- 
ment facilities in the field of antitorpedo and antimine warfare. 

Only one project for additional waterfront and technical buildings at the 
Mine Countermeasures Station, Panama City, Fla., at an estimated cost of 
$1,500,000, is included in the program in support of this objective. This station 
is the Navy's only such facilities devoted primarily to countermeasures against 
mines and torpedos. In view of international developments relative to sub- 
marine warfare, research and development in this field is the highest priority 
in the Navy's laboratory program. 

This station is now operating with the facilities that were designed to meet 
its original requirements when built as an amphibious training station. No 
major facilities have been provided in support of its present mission. The 
heavy emphasis placed on the work of this station requires that it be con- 
siderably expanded in its present personnel and facilities. 

The entire program of six projects is estimated to cost $7,771,000. Both 
authorization and appropriation are being requested for the entire amount. 

Detailed justifications have been prepared and submitted for each project 
in the program. In addition, we have a number of photographs which may 
give a better appreciation, in some cases, of the conditions we are trying to 
correct. If desired, these will be shown as the projects are considered. 

The Cuaimman. Because you have it broken down into functions 
and categories here. You name the installation, state its mission, 
the date is was established, the plant value, and then the proposed 
projects and the justification. It is very clear and simple. They 
yave dene an excellent job of it. It is refreshing ta see the thing 
worked out so orderly and logically, as you have done it here. And I 
think we can go through these pretty quickly. You perhaps will 
want to spend a little more time on the first 1 or 2 until we get the 
hang of it. 
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Admiral Menpenuay. Yes, sir. 

If I may, I will ask Captain Lamb, at my right, who is from my 

office, to detail these in as much detail at the committee desires. 

The Cuarrman, Yes. 

Admiral Menpennate. And he will be supported in each instance 
by a representative, a direct representative of the Chief of the Bureau 
who is responsbile, sir. 

The CuarrMan. Fine. 

Captain Lamb, you proceed in your own manner. 

Captain Lams. Mr. Chairman, and gentlemen, our first project 
is Naval Shipyard, Boston. 

Boston is a permanent naval shipyard. We are requesting $3,400,- 
000 to replace pier No. 11, which is a badly deteriorated pier. We 
have 11 piers. ‘Two of them are permanent. We are incrementing 
the repair of the remaining nine. This is the first pier in our program 
to be rebuilt. 

The Cuarrman. There is one new pier ? 

Captain Lams. There will be a new pier, yes, sir. 

The Cuarrman. A new pier, 860 by 72 feet. 

Captain Lamp. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Bares. Mr. Chairman. 

The Cuatrman. Yes, Mr. Bates. 

Mr. Bares. Mr. Chairman, I want to say that I personally inspected 
this particular pier last December, and the timbers are rotted there 
and they are oilsoaked and as indicated in the justification sheet they 
are a serious fire hazard. Something should be done about them. 

Mr. Vinson. Mr. Chairman, I move the item be approved. 

Mr. Rivers. Without objection. 

The Cuarman. Without objection, Boston is approved. Let’s pay 
close attention now, and get along. 

Naval Shipyard, Charleston. 

Captain Lams. Our next project, Naval Shipyard, Charleston, S. C., 
page 7 of the bill, line 20; justification, book page C1-2, Naval Ship- 
yard, Charleston, compressed air facilities, $555,000. 

Charleston is a permanent naval shipyard. We are requesting this 
authorization in order to provide permanent compressed air facilities 
on the working docks. We are now limited to insufficient air com- 
pressors and are forced to use mobile compressors. Therefore, we are 
iosing a great many working hours per year. 

The CHamman. Without objection, Charleston is approved. 

Captain Lams. Our next project, page 7, line 22, Naval Shipyard, 
Mare Island. Mare Island is a permanent naval shipyard. We are 
requesting $225,000 to purchase 3.8 miles of a railroad which connects 
the yard to the terminal at Napa. This railroad, hauling freight over 
it, at present is costing the Navy $140,000 a year above the terminal 
freight charges for the San Francisco area. We have endeavored to 

t the Southern Pacific Railway to buy it. They are not interested. 

Ve have gone before the Interstate Commerce Commission to get the 
rates reduced.. We have been turned down. Our only recourse is 
to buy this 3.8 miles of the railroad, put a cross connection into the 
Southern Pacific and haul our freight from the cross connection into 
the Mare Island Navy Yard. | 


The Cuairman. I had the privilege of seeing that last September, 
1 think it was. I think it is a much-needed thing. You almost are 
compelled to get it in self defense. 

Mr. Kilday? 

Mr. Kinpay. Who owns it now? 

Captain Lams. The railroad is now owned by the San Francisco 
and Napa Railroad Co. This railroad is in the hands of an estate 
and they are willing to sell to the Government, sir. 

Mr. Kinpay. You can buy for $225,000 and it is costing you $140,000 
a year? 

Captain Lams. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Kinpay. To use it? 

Captain Lams. Yes. 

The Cuarrman. Pay for it in 2 years. 

Mr. Kiway. Of course it is going to cost you something to provide 
the rolling stock, switching engines, and so forth. 

Captain Lams. No, sir, we have the rolling stock in the naval ship- 
yard, 

Mr. Kintpay. You will then have to provide the railroad crews. 

Captain Lams. Well, we will use the same crews we use in the ship- 
yard, sir. 

The Cuairman. Without objection. 

All right, without, Mare Island is approved. 

Captain Lams. Our next project is line 24, Naval Mine Counter- 
measures Station, Panama City, Fla., waterfront and technical facili- 
ties, $1,500,000. It is on page C1—4 of the justification book. 

Panama City Naval Station is a permanent station where we carry 
on our experiments in countermine warfare. This authorization we 
are requesting will provide for corrections of deficiencies on the water- 
front and a small laboratory space for the use of the scientists that 
we have detailed to Panama City to assist in countermine measures. 

The Cuairman. This is down near Eglin where we visited Sunday, 
isn’t it? 

Captain Lams. Yes, sir. 

The Cuamman. Without objection, Panama City is approved. 

Captain Lame. Our next project is on page 8 of the bill, line No. 1, 
age C1—5 of the justification book, Naval Shipyard, San Francisco. 
this shipyard isa permanent shipyard. We are requesting a total au- 
thorization of $2,091,000 ; $1,091,000 is for additional crane tracks for 
dry dock No. 4, in order that we may handle in the dry dock the new 
Forrestal-type carrier, which has a very wide flight deck which now 
extends over the existing crane tracks and makes them useless when a 
Forrestal-type carrier is in the dock. 

The Cuarrman. That is a very good answer. Because the question 
arose in my mind why when we are retrenching and cutting back and 
got so much of the fleet in mothballs we should spend more money all 
the time in enlarging facilities. But you have given a very excellent 
explanation, as no doubt many of us anticipated. 

Vithout 

Mr. Bares. Mr. Chairman? 

The Cuarrman. Mr. Bates. 

Mr. Barns. Captain, at how many locations are we making this 
type of renovation ? 

42066—54—No. 
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Captain Lamn. We have one of these crane-type projects building 
at New York. This committee and the Congress last year in Public 
Law 209, authorized similar tracks at Norfolk and at Bremerton, 
Wash. This will be the fourth 

The Cuatrman. The fourth. 

Captain Lames. Dock that we are changing over for the new type 
carrier. 

Mr. Bares. Didn’t they have 4 or 5 under consideration within the 
last month or two/ 

Captain Lamps. Yes, sir. 

We have for the future one more and that will be at Pearl Harbor, 
but we feel that in view of the austere conditions we can wait until 
next vear before submitting that project. 

The Cuairman. We certainly should have these four. 

Captain Lamp. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Bares. I was asked why Boston wasn’t selected. What was 
the reason for that. Captain ? 

Captain Lamp. The dock at Boston is not wide enough, Mr. Bates, 
at present, for the new type carrier. 

Mr. Bares. Do I understand the dock itself, or is it because of the 
rails ¢ 

Captain Lams. The dock itself, sir. 

Mr. Rivers. Pretty congested up there. 

Mr. Bares. Congested with inactivity. 

The Cuarrman. All right, San Francisco is approved. Fleet. facili- 
ties, Morehead City, N.C. 

Admiral Mr. Chairman? 

The Cuarmman. Yes. 

Admiral Menpenuany. This item from here on is actually under 
the sponsorship of the Chief of Naval Operations. 

Again, sir, | have a statement which is merely descriptive of the 
items to follow. IL request permission to insert this in the record. 

The CHarrMan. We will insert it in the record, at this point. 

(The statement. is as follows :) 

Fleet facilities are sponsored by the Deputy Chief of Naval Operations (Log- 
istics). These projects are located at naval activities not under the direct 
management control of a technical bureau or office. 

In the current program we are requesting authorization and appropriation 
for seven urgent projects at a total estimated cost of $12,533,000. These projects 
are intended to make up certain deficiencies in fleet support and to provide 
minimum increments in the development of facilities at strategic locations. 

The projects for a steam powerplant (second increment), inner basin improve- 
ment (second increment) and Alava wharf (third increment) at Subic Bay are 
increments of projects which are not susceptible to advance base type con- 
struction. They are regarded as minimum increments and are in sonsonance 
with recent austerity studies of this area. 

There is a deficiency of ammunition storage facilities for the support of fleet 
operations in this area both for training and for the initial stages of a Korean 
type emergency. The proposed ammunition handling and storage facility is 
more strategically located than current facilities and is reasonably free from 
danger of destruction or capture. We will be glad to furnish additional infor- 
mation on this project off the record. 


The acquisition of land at the United States Naval Minecraft Base, 
Charleston, S. C. for $158,000 is urgently required to continue the 
planned development of this permanent mine warfare base and to 
protect the Government interest in improvements on leased land. 


The city of Charleston has offered to convey fee title to the leased 
land, now occupied, plus additional desired land for the sum noted. 
The fair market value of this land plus improvements, as proposed 
for acquisition, is estimated in excess of $400,000. 

Use of the LST loading beaches at Morehead City, N. C., has 
become unacceptably hazardous due to the construction of a fuel 
pier in the adjacent area. Stopgap measures instituted for docking 
LST’s have proven so inefficient that the commander in chief, United 
States Atlantic Fleet, has stated that Atlantic Fleet will be unable 
to execute that part of the emeregency war plan requiring early de- 
ployment of the Fleet Marine Force, Atlantic. Further, the Atlantic 
Fleet under existing conditions will be unable to execute the Fleet 
Marine Force, Atlantic part of any war plan which comtemplates 
using the Fleet Marine Force, Atlantic in its normal role. Acquisi- 
tion of land for LST loading beaches in this area is urgently required. 

Currently, the advanced underseas weapon shop at the Submarine 
Base, New London, Conn., is located in the basement and first floor 
of a barracks building. Since warheads are handled in this shop, 
the present arrangement is deemed unsafe and unsatisfactory. A 
survey of the base to find a more suitable building has been made. 
No other building can be used for this purpose. 

Therefore, it is considered urgent that a building be constructed 
on the base to house this activity. 

The Cuarrman. [ think it would be well if we did that with each 
section. 

Mr. Smarr. Automatic. 

The Cuarrman. And without objection, we will do that. 

Captain Lamp. Our next project, on page 8, line 4 of the bill, page 
C2-1 of the Justification Book, Morehead City, N. C. This is not, 
ina sense, a permanent naval station. It is the point where we bring 
in our amphibious ships and outload the marines from Cherry Point, 
the Marine air groups. 

There has been constructed a commercial pier, which has made it 
necessary for us to move our loading ramps. And we are requesting 
$710,000 to construct new loading ramps in order that we may outload 
the Atlantic Fleet marines in case of an emergency. 

This is part of the national emergency plan of the commander in 
chief, Atlantic Fleet. 

The Cuamman. Without objection, Morehead is approved. 

Mr. Rivers. A mobilization proposition. 

_Captain Lame. Emergency proposition and a training proposition, 
sir. 

The Cuarrman. New London. 

Captain Lamp. New London, Conn. That is line 6, page 8, of the 
bill, and C2-2 of the Justification Book. Submarine Base, New Lon- 
don, is a permanent installation. We are requesting $476,000 to pro- 
vide an advanced underseas weapons shop. It will be needed—with 
the new. torpedoes and new underseas weapons that are now coming 
into production. We have inadequate facilities at New London to 
prepare them for both training and war shots. Further, the work 
that we are doing there now is on the ground floor of a barracks and 
we have a very great safety hazard at that station. 
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The CuairmMan. The committee will notice the list today of the 
critical deficiencies, on page C2-1. 

Mr. Bates. 

Mr. Bares. Mr. Chairman, I want to say that I also personally in- 
spected this last December, and it is a hodgepodge down there. It 
lends itself to inefliciency. I think these recommendations are in 
order. 

The Cuamman. Without—— 

Mr. Rivers. In addition, Mr. Chairman. 

The Cuarman. Yes. 

Mr. Rivers. They are planning to construct a new nuclear sub- 
marine, aren’t they, Captain ? 

Captain Lams. They will outfit it at that base, yes, sir. 

Mr. Rivers. So they are going to need these facilities very much 
there, at New London. 

The Cuatrman. All right, New London is approved. 

The next is Charleston, S.C. Where is that? 

Captain Lams. Charleston is on line 8, page 8 of your bill. It is 
page C2-3 of our Justification Book. The Naval Minecraft Base at 
Charleston, S. C., is a permanent installation. We are requesting 
$158,000 for land acquisition. It is now owned by the city of Charles- 
ton, on which we have established our mine base. This purchase in- 
cludes a permanent building that had been erected by the city of 
Charleston. 

The Cuarrman. I had the pleasure of seeing that and going over 
it pretty thoroughly with Mr. Rivers recently. I was iemneplensl 
impressed with the size and number of personnel in this mainadtatt 
base. I think Admiral Sanders was in command. 

Mr. Rivers. 78 ships in the fleet. 
ener Pretty expensive land, $1,000 an acre down at Charleston, 
though. 

Mr. Rivers. It is worth that to be in that county. 

The Cuarmman. It is a huge building. There is a huge building 
there. I think the Government is getting its money’s worth. 

Captain Lams. Yes, sir. 

The Cuarrman. Because I asked a good many questions from our 
colleague at the time. 

Mr. Rivers. Mr. Chairman, may I inquire? 

The Cuarrman. Yes. 

Mr. Rivers. Before we approve this without objection: will it 
necessitate this coming before the Cunningham Committee at a later 
date after we have approved it? 

Mr. Srarer. We hope so. 

The Cuarrman, Yes. 

Mr. Vinson. All this, Mr. Chairman, that is authorized by this has 
to be sent—— 

Mr. Rivers. Wait a second. Not necessarily, Mr. Vinson. 

Mr. Vinson. Well—— : 

Mr. Rivers. I know you are not objecting, but I just want to inquire. 

Mr. Vinson. I don’t know whether I will object or not. I will con- 
sider the facts as they come. 


As I understand it, Mr. Chairman—I may be wrong—all the land 
authorized in this bill is submitted to Mr. Cunningham’s committee 
and the one in the Senate. 

The Cuarrman. That is right. 

Mr. Vinson. And each one is passed on separate and distinct and 
voted out according to the merits of each case. 

The Cuarrman. That is right. 

Mr. Rivers. I just wanted to find out. 

Mr. Ketriener. When over $25,000. 

Mr. Vinson. Yes, sir. 

The CyHarrman. In excess of $25,000. This is $158,000, so it will 
go before it. 

Mr. Rivers. I know it will get a good hearing. 

The Cuarrman. Aviation facilities. 

Captain Lams. Mr. Chairman, I would like to ask your permission 
to turn to overseas. We have two projects under “F leet facilities” 

The What page, Captain 

Captain Lame. That is on page 14 of the bill, line 19. It is on page 
OS2-1 of the Justification Book. 

The Cuarrman. That is $614 million. 

Mr. Vinson. Yes, I know, but that is a big base. 

Mr. Bennett. Do we own that base? 

Mr. Vinson. Yes, sir. 

Captain Lamp. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Vinson. That is where the Navy is. 

Mr. Bennett. I just wanted to be sure we owned it and just aren't 
renting it. 

That is what I was interested in. 

The Cuatrman. Page 14 of the bill, line 19, under “Fleet facilities, 
naval station Subic Bay, $6,550,000.” You will find it on OS—2-1 of 
the book. Explain to us a bit about that. 

Captain Lamp. Subic Bay Naval Station, Subic Bay, Luzon, the 
Philippines, is a permanent overseas naval station. We are requesting 
sempesraation of $6,550,000. The projects are a steam power plant, 

2,754,000. In Public Law 209 you authorized the first increment of 
this powerplant which was for the purchase of the equipment. 

This increment is for the erection of the powerplant building. 
That is $2,754,000. 

The second project is inner basin improvements, $2,986,000. This 
is to provide a wharf and utilities for the wharf and dredging : along- 
side the wharf in order that ships to the size of cruisers may enter 
this port. 

The third project is called Alava docks, for $810,000. This project 
provides for a crane which costs $950,000. We have authorization in 
the amount of $440,000. We are requesting, in this bill, authorization 
for $510,000 for the crane and $300,000 for the utilities. 

The Cuarrman. Allright. Without objection, that item is approved. 

Mr. Bares. Mr. Chairman? 

The Cuarrman. I think we are all more or less familiar with it, and 
realize the importance of that station, base. 

Mr. Bates? 
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Mr. Bares. Captain, when we were in the Philippines a year and 
a half ago, although we didn’t go to Subic Bay, we were down at 
Manila and we saw the pictures of this whole completion. 

Captain Lamp. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Bares. I thought from listening to the remarks that were made 
there, that we were much further advanced than we appear to be on 
this particular sheet here. 

I see we have $104 million in estimated future appropriations. 

Captain Lame. That is the total amount that will be required for 
future development of that area, Mr. Bates. 

Mr. Bares. Well, what is the long-range planning? 

When do you expect that this entire completion will be finished as 
present plans envision? 

Captain Lamp. Unless the international situation changes, we will 
plan this on a 10-year basis, sir. 

Mr. Bares. I didn’t think you had any more space left out there. 

The Crarmman. All right, we will go to the next facility, which is 
naval air, is it not? 

Captain Lamp. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Smarr. Insert the statement on aviation facilities at this point, 
Sam. 


(The statement is as follows:) 


The Bureau of Aeronautics portion of the Navy fiscal year 1955 public works 
authorization request totals $100,724,000. Of this, $62,798,000 is requested for 
development of facilities within the continental limits and $37,926,000 is requested 
for development of oversea stations. 

Prior to proceeding with the detailed questioning of individual projects, I 
should like to make a brief statement on the history of the Naval Aeronautical 
Shore Establishment, the status of the present expansion and modernization 
base development program of high performance aircraft, and the need for the 
fiscal year 1955 authorization program. 

The Navy and Marine Corps aircraft which did so much to win World War IT, 
as well as those which flew 34 percent of all the sorties flown by United Nations 
forces in Korea, all were deployed to combat work from units of the Naval 
Aeronautical Shore Establishment. In the years following World W'ar II, 
that establishment was greatly reduced from its wartime peak of 250 air 
stations and facilities to 62 aeronautical facilities. In 1950 a permanent expan- 
sion of naval aviation was authorized with resulting increases in numbers of 
stations, 

Expansions in numbers of stations, however, was not enough. The high 
performance characteristics of new aircraft placed in service required major 
modernizations and expansions of our World War II facilities, 

High performance aircraft are supplanting the conventional piston engine 
aireraft at high rates. It it estimated that by the end of the calendar year 
1956, long before the facilities requested in this program could possibly be 
completed, over 3,500 aircraft of our 9,941 aircraft operating program will be 
the high performance types. 

The modern jet propelled airplane has rendered many of our existing naval 
air stations practically obsolete as major fleet air operational bases. Since the 
advent of the operational jet aircraft, aircraft accidents resulting from inade- 
quate airport facilities have been costly to the Navy and to the Nation in both 
dollars and lives. They have stemmed from poor airport approaches, insufficient 
runway lengths, and lack of all-weather landing aids. Fleet training operations 
have been naturally hampered by airport congestion. 

The disparity between World War II airfield facilities and those required 
by our new aircraft is tremendous. : 

Because of the blast from the jet engine, parking areas must be larger, and 
both parking areas and taxiways must be of heavier construction. Because 
of the high rate of fuel consumption, fuel storage facilities must be expanded 
and the refueling systems developed to permit a high rate of fuel delivery. 


Also stemming from the operational characteristics of the modern jet airplane 
is the need for improved and modernized navigational aids and electronic contro! 
equipment. Jet aircraft move fast, and when they have completed their mis- 
sion, and are ready to land, they must be brought down rapidly and precisely 
to keep them from running out of fuel. 

This situation was foreseen some years ago and a plan was developed to link 
modernization with expansion for the continental establishment so that new 
construction could proceed in a logical manner and efficient facilities would be 
constructed at a minimum cost. ‘The backbone of this plan was the creation of 
8 so-called “jet complexes” ; 4 on each coast of the United States. Each complex 
consists of a number of fields located in the same vicinity for mutual support; 
each having a specialized task in the operation of modern aircraft. The seaport 
and industrial station provides major aicraft overhaul! and repair facilities, 
and in most cases, berths for carriers. The master jet field is the major operating 
base supported in turn by two auxiliary fields which also have special zed 
missions such as support of carrier landing practice, gunnery and other forms 
of operational training. 

The authorization of the Third Marine Air Wing as a part of the Navy's air 
strength has created the need for a permanent base of the home porting of the 
groups and squadrons of which this wing is comprised. MCAS Miami was acti- 
vated as a Marine Corps air station in 1952 as a temporary home port for the 
Third Marine Air Wing. New facilities would not possibly have been constructed 
in time to base the components of this ering. The densely populated areas adja- 
cent to this station, the high density of civil air traffic, and the lack of opera- 
tional areas and air space have precluded any large scale development of MCAS 
Miami as a permanent home base for this Wing. It is the Navy’s plan to develop 
Marine Corps Auxiliary Air Station, Beaufort, S. C., as a permanent base for the 
Third Marine Air Wing. To that end, $11,096,000 is requested in this authoriza- 
tion request for the initial increment of this development. 

In addition to the jet complexes, with their overhaul facilities, there are the 
research and development stations which are part of the essential engineering 
and evaluation process required to keep naval aviation from design stagnation ; 
training stations which produce new naval aviators; certain air stations with 
specialized functions: overseas stations strategically located throughout the 
world; and the Naval Reserve air stations at which “weekend warriors” keep 
themselves in a high state of readiness to defend their country. Appropriation 
for the Naval Reserve air stations is requested in the civilian components pro- 
gram which is not a part of this program. 

Originally it was estimated that the total cost of the entire modernization and 
expansion program would be something over a billion dollars, and the first step 
towards its completion in a 4-year period was taken in the 1951 public works 
program with the appropriation of some $270 millions. For logical and econom- 
ical development, the funds were apportioned horizontally rather than vertically. 
Thus, rather than complete one-fourth of the stations, about one-fourth of the 
construction was done at virtually all of them. 

In the 1952 program, some $338 millions were appropriated. This was more 
than one-fourth of the original estimate but was made necessary by unforeseen 
requirements particularly in overseas bases, and rising costs througheut the con- 
struction field. In order to bave facilities available when needed, as well as to 
carry out the original plan, it Was necessary that the third major step be taken in 
the 1953 program. Only some $144 millions were appropriated in the 1953 pro- 
xram and most of that for overseas bases, which, while essential for strategic 
reasons, did not help in the development of continental bases, which are the 
basic foundation of naval aviation. 

Congressional action on the fiscal year 1954 program resulted in new authori- 
zation of $52 millions for the continuation of this program. This increment is 
being financed from Navy-wide savings on previous public works appropriations. 
No new money was appropriated. 

The fiscal year 1955 public works authorization program, to continue this plan 
of development, has been carefully scrutinized in light of the planned reductions 
in personnel strength of the Navy. All projects of this program are urgent 
requirements. No reduction is planned in the 9,941 aircraft operating program. 

I have broken the Bureau of Aeronautics portion of this authorization request 
down into six categories, each with a specific purpose and each increment so 
tailored that maximum benefit to the fleet supporting establishment will be 
derived therefrom. 
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Fleet support air stations, $36,761,000 or 36 percent.—Projects in this category 
consist chiefly of increments of construction required to continue the develop- 
ment of our master jet fields. They consist of hangars, air navigation facilities, 
personnel, and supporting facilities required to support the peacetime base load- 
ing of these stations. 

Overhaul and repair, $5,263,000 or 5 percent.—Projects in this category are 
required principally to accommodate the complex overhaul workload of modern 
aircraft, engines, and components. Expansion requested for all industrial ac- 
tivities have been requested only after exhaustive studies made with a view to- 
ward utilizing all existing available space. The use of commercial facilities 
where feasible for accomplishing overhaul has also been fully explored. 

Training stations, $11,767,000 or 12 percent.—The training program require- 
ments are those projects which support the 3,200-pilot training program and the 
continuation of the construction of an advanced combat information school. 

Research and development stations, $6,341,000 or 6 percent—Included in this 
program are various project buildings and associated utilities required for pro- 
viding guided-missile test equipment at San Nicolas Island. In addition certain 
facilities are requested to test and evaluate aircraft turbine engines to enable 
naval air turbine test station, Trenton, N. J., to keep abreast of modern tech- 
nological developments in jet engines. 

Special weapons facilities, $8,891,000 or 9 percent—Technological advances 
in underseas weapons have generated a requirement for special facilities for 
stowage, assembly, and handling of classified weapons. Thirty buildings at 
geographic locations in many parts of the world are requested in this program. 

Overseas bases, $31,701,000 or 32 percent.—The projects listed in this category 
are principally to support specialized missions at strategic locations. The fourth 
increment of the development of CUBI Point in the Philippines is a requisite if 
planned phasing-in dates are to be met. $21,431,000 is requested for the develop- 
ment of a specialized facility at a classified location overseas. This project will 
be discussed in greater detail at a closed session in accordance with the desires of 
this committee. I am prepared to answer detailed questions such as the chair- 
man and members of this committee may ask in the line items included in this 
program. 


Mr. Ketiener. You will go back to page 8 now, won't you, Captain / 

Captain Lamp. Yes, sir. 

Aviation facilities sponsored by the Bureau of Aeronautics is on 
page 8 of the bill. 

The first line item is line 11, Naval Air Station Alameda. We are 
requesting $4,463,000 to provide electric and electronics instrument anc 
accessories overhaul building, an air turbine overhaul building and 
improvements to the engine accessories shop. These requirements 
have been generated by the modern-type plane that is now rapidly 
coming from the production line, that is the jet plane, and also the 
planes which are used for ASW (antisubmarine warfare) work which 
contain a great deal of electronics equipment. 

The Cuarman. Mr. Miller. 

Mr. Miter. Captain, what is the status of the new test cells for 
Alameda? 

Captain Lams. The new test cells, sir, were authorized by this com- 
mittee and the Congress in Public Law 209. The Appropriations 
Committee requested that we compare our prices against those of the 
Air Force. 

A study was made in the Secretary of Defense’s Office and it was 
found that our prices were very close to the Air Force prices. We 
are now ready to go before the House Appropriations Committee for 
clearance on the test cell, which I expect in the next 2 weeks. If we 
get clearance, we will begin construction of the test cell at Alameda 
this year. 

Mr Mitier. How about the extension of the runway out there ? 
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Captain Lams. The extension of the runway, sir. They have every- 
thing in but the pavement, and I believe we are about ready to lay the 
pavement. 

Mr. Miter. Have you the money for the pavement 

Captain Lamp. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Mitier. I may say, Mr. Chairman, with respect to this test 
cell situation—and I think it will affect all of the naval installations 
similar to Alameda: One of the reasons they objected is—or this 
question of the cost comparing it with the Air Force came up is that 
the Air Forces use a comparatively few number of engines where, 
in the Navy, we have a greater range of engines, and that the cells 
the Air Force uses are not suitable for naval installations. I believe 
that is right, is it not, sir? 

Captain Lams. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Miter. The stopping of the building of these cells has not 
been in the public interest at Alameda. 

Captain Lame. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Mitter. They have had to do a lot of work to temporize in 
order to test their engines. 

The CuairMan. Captain, will this new facility or enlarged facility 
accommodate what is known as the Martin Marlin? It is the largest 
aircraft the Navy has or will have, I understand, to deal with anti- 
submarine warfare. 

Captain Lams. I will ask Captain Davison of the Bureau of 
Aeronautics. 

Captain Davison. Yes, sir. 

The Cuairman. I understand it carries a very heavy load of elec- 
tronic equipment, in order to locate an enemy, and then it carries a 
heavy load of depth charges and rockets as well for killing the target 
when it is located. 

Captain Davison. Yes, sir. This installation will accommodate 
both the largest patrol landplanes and seaplanes that we have under 
procurement. 

The Cuatrman. And I understand that this new ship which is to 
be the Navy’s biggest is powered by two 3,400 horsepower engines. 
It must be a whale of a ship. Has it come off the line yet. Is it in 
production 

Captain Davison. Yes, sir. 

The CHatrMan. Perhaps that is more or less secret anyway. 

But there have been some newspaper articles about it that naturally 
arouses one’s curiosity and interest. 

Mr. Rivers. What is it? 

The Cuatrman. They call it, I think, the Martin Marlin. 

Mr. Mr. Chairman? 

The CHarrman. Yes. 

Mr. Miter. May I say that at this installation at Alameda, we 
took care of nearly all of the war and battle damage to our airplanes 
arising out of the Korean conflict. I think it is one of the most active 
air stations in the system, is it not ? 

The Cuairman. All right, without objection. Alameda is ap- 
proved. 

Captain Lams. Our next project on page 8, line 13 of the bill, is 
Alice, Tex. At this point, Mr. Chairman, we respectfully request 
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—- to change the word “Alice, Tex.,” to “Alice-Orange area, 
eXas. 

The Cuamman. Without objection, that change is accepted. 

Mr. Kitpay. Alice what? 

The Cuarrman. Orange. 

Captain Lams. We have an amendment which we will request to 
put in at the end of this bill requesting that the authorization that 
was given us under Public Law 209 dast year for purchase of Alice 
Airport and pavement at Alice Airport be comand to Alice-Orange 
Grove area, sir. 

Mr. Kitpay. That is not Orange, is it, Captain? Orange, Tex., is 
about 500 

Captain Lame. Orange Grove. 

Mr. Kitpay. Orange Grove, yes. 

Mr. Rivers. That would be a reprograming amendment? 

Captain Lamp. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Rivers. Reprograming. Change the appropriation. 

The Cuairman. Yes, there is that exception. 

Well, without objection, with that amendment we approve Alice- 
Orange Grove area. It is only $151,000. Without objection, that 
item is approved. 

Naval Air Station, Atlantic City, N. J. 

Captain Lame. That is page 8, line 14 of the bill, and page C3-3 
of the justification book. Atlantic City is a permanent naval air 
station. We are requesting $779.000 in authorization. $246,000 of 
this amount is for a new control tower. $533,000 is for a radar air 
traflic control center. 

The Cuairman. Without objection, it is approved, Atlantic City. 

We have to go back to South Carolina. Beaufort, S. C. 

Mr. Rivers. You better save Confederate money. It will come 
in mighty handy. 

The Cuairman. Tell us a little about this Beaufort Air Station ? 

Captain Lamp.: Yes, sir. 

The CuarrmMan. That is south of Charleston. 

Mr. Rivers. That is Beaufort, Captain. 

Captain Lame. Beaufort, yes, sir. 

I beg your pardon, sir. Beaufort, S. C., is to be the site of the 
Third Marine Air Wing Master Jet. Field. It is now an outlying 
field for Cherry Point. We found it is the most suitable site on the 
Atlantic coast to develop this new airfield and we are making the 
most of the existing facilities at this station. 

The line items are barracks $2,071,000, messing facilities $630,000, 
BOQ and messing facilities $1,197,000, squadron hangars $665,000, 
a maintenance hangar and collateral $1,020,000, aircraft parking area 
$864,000, administration building $126,000, a chapel $125,090, a welfare 
and recreation building $360,000, a noncommissioned officers club 
$146,000, a supply building $120,000, inflammable storage building 
$15,000, open storage area, $7,000, a central heating plant and distribu- 
tion system $879,000, fuel distribution system $320,000, elevated water 
storage and pump house $94,000, fire pumphouse $106,009, roads, walks 
and a railroad spur $615,000, a telephone building $12,000, fencing 
$77,000, advanced base gear facility $82,000, utilities $935,000, land 
acquisition is $630,000, or a total authorization request of $11,096,000. 


The CrarrmMan. Now, then, Captain, this installation was estab- 
lished in April 1943, not until April 1943, 

At the present time, all the land is leased, 1,504 acres. What kind 
of a lease do we have on it ¢ 

Captain Lamp. I will request Mr. Tiencken from the Bureau of 
Yards and Docks to answer that question, sir. 

The CHarrman. And what kind of a lease and how much are we 
paying for this lease ? 

Mr. Trencxen. Mr. Chairman, that statement is not exactly correct 
at the present time. As you will recall we got an authorization to 
ounitod with Beaufort a year and a half ago. So that we have at 
the present time procured an option to purchase which has been ac- 
cepted and are in the process of clearing up the title on the property 
that was returned or that was given to the Beaufort County through 
the War Assets Administration at the end of the war. 

And we have recently accepted this option for $1, which will give 
the Federal Government the full title to the former airport property. 

The Fee title. 

Captain Lamp. Yes, sir. 

The Cuarrmman. For $1. 

Captain Lamp. Yes, sir. 

The Cuairman. And how many acres? 

Captain Lamp. It is 1,304 acres. 

Mr. Rivers. Mr. Chairman? 

The Crairman. Yes. 

Mr. Rivers. The Cunningham committee approved that $2,500,000 
plus and when it went to the Senate the Case committee put an amend- 
ment on it that the Government can’t pay to the county of Beaufort 
any more money than they paid for it origmally, and which was a 
good thing. That is the way the project passed. 

That is the way whatever money they did pay they didn’t let them 
make any profit on, which was only right. It is a very large installa- 
tion. It has unlimited resources. Because this is going to be a large 
base and I think it is going to have between eight and ten thousand 
personnel attached to that Marine wing. And as you krow, it is mak- 
ing a lot of noise in Florida. It isa saturated area. They have to find 
a place to put it. And as the captain has said, this is the other place 
to take care of that entire group. It will also have to have, as you 
know, auxiliary airfields. It is going to be a very large permanent 
installation. 

Mr. Bennerr. Is this the one coming from Opa Locka ¢ 

Mr. Rivers. Yes. 

Captain Lamp. Yes, sir, but we will continue to use Miami Opa 
Locka for the Naval Reserve. 

The CHairnman. Mr. Kilday. 

Mr. Kinpay. I think we have to inquire into this 84 acres with im- 
provements at 2.340 dollars an acre, that is as to the nature of the 
improvements and the prime it is going to cost. 

Mr. Trencken. When the War Assets Administration disposed of 
the property. they divided the property into two classes, that which 
was classed as airport property for which the county received the 
property for $1 and that which was classed as industrial or nonairport 
property and the county had purchased that from the Government for 
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a consideration of approximately $30,000. These improvements which 
consisted of hangar buildings, storehouse buildings, barracks build- 
ings, subsistence buildings, and so forth, have been in turn sold off 
by Beaufort County to industrial representatives and we in turn will 
have to buy those back. When the county sold us the property they 
sold all of their interest, but not of course the portion with which they 
had parted title. 

Mr. Rivers. Some of those buildings have been converted into apart- 
ments. And also one of those industrial facilities is a large cold- 
storage plant, which is now in operation. 

It has been improved and it will be used by the station. 

Mr. Bennerr. The people in Opa Locka, including the Congress- 
man down there, have been notified of this change from Opa Locka? 

Captain Lamp. I believe so, sir. I will verify that, however. 

Mr. Rivers. I will tell Mr. Lantaff about that. 

Mr. Bares. Mr. Chairman ? 

The CuarrMan. Yes. 

Mr. Bares. Captain, I wonder if we could get some information con- 
cerning the cost of item 3, BOQ, which runs around $6,260 per oflicer. 
As I recall the figure, we have been running on that for BOQ’s around 
$5,000. This seems to be a little bit in excess of the average cost which 
we have been experiencing in the other services. 

Captain Lams. I will request the Bureau of Yards and Docks to 
answer that question. 

Admiral Perry. The $5,000 limitation which has been imposed is 
for BOQ alone. The $6,250 which vou see here includes BOQ plus 
the messing facilities at, well, $1,250. ' 

Mr. Bares. I presumed that was the reason, Admiral Perry. 

Admiral Perry. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Bares. But I wondered whether $1,260 per person wasn’t quite 
a bit of money for messing facilities. For enlisted men it runs around 
$300. 

Admiral Perry. This figure that we have used is taken from past 
experience, Congressman Bates. 

Mr. Rivers. Mr. Chairman—— 

The Carman. Is this new? Is most of this going to be new 
construction ? 

Mr. Rivers. Yes, sir. 

The Cuatrrman. All of it? 

Mr. Rivers. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Vinson. It is a new project, Mr. Chairman. 

The CuarrMan. It is anew project entirely, isn’t it? 

Mr. Rivers. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Vinson. It isa new project, Mr. Chairman. 

The CHairman. It isa new project entirely, isn’t it? 

Mr. Rivers. Yes, sir. 

Captain Lams. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Rivers. They are moving everything out of Opa Locka bag 
and baggage to that area. 

Mr. Bennerr. Mr. Chairman, I don’t know all the circumstances 
surrounding this and I would like to have something in the record 
explaining why it is they are moving from Florida and all that. 


Not that I am trying to oppose it, but I think it ought to be in the 
record why you are doing this. 

Mr. Rivers. I think that is a good suggestion. 

Mr. Bennerr. Because I really haven’t been informed about it be- 
fore. 

Captain Lamp. I will ask Major Fenton of the Marine Corps—— 

(The information is as follows :) 


REASONS LEADING UP TO THE SELECTION OF BEAUFORT AS HEADQUARTERS FOR THE 
THIRD MARINE AIR WING 


Public Law 416, 82d Congress, authorized a permanent increase in the strength 
of the Marine Corps to 3 Marine divisions with attendant air support. The 
provision of air support for the Third Marine Division required the formation 
of a Third Marine Air Wing. At that time, Fl Toro on the West Coast and 
Cherry Point on the East Coast were the headquarters for the two Marine Air 
Wings in being. When the Third Marine Air Wing was formed, it was necessary 
to find an airfield immediately available, since El Toro and Cherry Point, be- 
cause of air space and other limitations could not be logically expanded to take 
this additional load. MCAS Miami, despite many shortcomings was selected as 
an interim site and activated in February of 1952, principally because of its 
existing personnel facilities which could be made usable by rehabilitation, and 
the necessity to increase Marine air training because of the Korean situation. 
It has been in commission since that time while a new permanent headquarters 
site was being selected. 

Air space limitations and the lack of adequate gunnery and bombing areas 
have continuously impaired the operations of the units based at Miami. Miami, 
however, will continue in use as a Naval Air Reserve station even after the 
planned phase-out of Marine air which I shall discuss briefly later. The NARTU 
Miami is currently operating from MCAS Miami jointly with the Marines and will 
continue to do so. 

The Atlantic coastline between Virginia and Georgia up to approximately 100 
miles inland was the area which was considered as the best location for this 
Third Marine Air Wing Headquarters. Major considerations were existing gun- 
nery and operational areas and general proximity to Camp Lejeune, the ground 
forces headquarters. After an exhaustive study of many existing fields in this 
area, the former NAAS Beaufort, 8S. C., was selected as the site for the Third 
Marine Air Wing Headquarters. In the summer of 1953, the Chief of Naval 
Operations, in view of many advantages of the Beaufort site, such as air space, 
operational areas, minimum interference with civilian populace, and willing- 
ness on the part of local populace to have Marine aviation in this area, approved 
the selection and directed that construction be programed in the fiscal year 1955 
to that end. Beaufort was originally selected as a site for an MCALF for the 
MCAS Cherry Point complex. To that end, increments of authorization were 
already available, and authorized by Public Laws 155 and 534, 82d Congress, for 
the construction of an 8,000-foot runway, taxiways, and an ammunition-storage 
area. The minimum facilities required for the initial phase of this development 
totaling $11,096,000 are included in the bill now under consideration by this 
committee. 


The Cuatrman. It is because of the great influx of population, I 
think, and congestion of the area, the air saturation as ae as the popu- 
lation. But I think this should be put into the record, Major. 

Mr. Smart. Maj. D. L. Fenton. 

Mr. Bennerr. How much investment do you have at Opa Locka? 
I would like to have that in the record, too. 

Captain Lams. At Opa Locka, I will have to supply that for the 
record, sir. 

(The plant account value of this station is $20,712,000.) 

The Cuamman. I hope you don’t give that away. 

Captain Lamp. No, sir. We will retain that for training of naval 
reserves, 
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The Cuamman. You perhaps get enough to pay for this. 

Mr. Vinson. May I inquire, since you are talking about the field: 
Describe to the committee where the Opa Locka field is. 

The Cuarrman. And also Beaufort. 

Mr. Vinson. Where is the Opa Locka Field? 

Major Frnron. Miami, sir. 

Mr. Vinson. And where is the Beaufort Field? 

Major Fenton. Beaufort, S. C., sir. 

Mr. Vinson. All right. 

Now, you are abandoning the Opa Locka Field at the northern end 
of Miami? 

Captain Lame. We will not abandon it; no, sir. We will move the 
Third Marine Air Wing out of there to Beaufort. 

Mr. Vinson. What use will be made of it after the Third Marine 
Wing has been moved out ? 

Captain Lams. Very intensive—— 

Mr. Vinson. Who will be there? 

Captain Lams. Very intensive use of it will be made of it by the 
Naval Reserve aviation, sir. 

Weekend training and throughout the entire summer months. 

Mr. Vinson. Off the record, Mr. Chairman. 

(Statement off the record.) 

Captain Lamp. Mr. Vinson, may I state that we do not consider 
Opa Locka suitable for the support of the intensive jet aircraft opera- 
tions of the Third Marine Air Wing. The air pattern of that field 
interferes with Miami International Airport, the conversal point. 

That has been one of the factors in the planned move of our opera- 
tional jet aircraft of the Marines to Beaufort. 

This will not affect the Naval Reserve as much as it would the 
regular services continuously training day by day. 

Mr. Vinson. All right, Mr. Chairman. 

Let me develop this one fact. Now, who determined to locate this 
base at Beaufort? Did you have a board appointed and they made 
a survey and found this was a proper place ? 

Captain Lame. Yes, sir; we had a board that inspected 82 sites 
on the Atlantic coast before we decided on Beaufort. 

Mr. Vinson. And they recommended Beaufort, and the establish- 
ment of an entire new base there. 

Captain Lamp. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Vinson. To accommodate what? 

Captain Lams. The Third Marine Air Wing, sir. 

Mr. Vinson. How large a personnel and how large an activity will 
that be? 

Captain Lamp. The Third Marine Air Wing will consist of 38 offi- 
cers, 2,018 men, 125 civilians, and 104 modern aireraft, jet type, ini- 
tially, with a planned ultimate expansion to 1,174 officers, 6,570 en- 
listed men and 260 aircraft. 

Mr. Vinson, When can you get that base in such shape so the wing 
from Opa Locka can be moved there ? ‘ 

Captain Lams. The movement will be incremented and T believe 
it will be 4 to 5 years before we get the entire wing moved from Miami 
to Beaufort. 


Mr. Vinson. Then for 4 or 5 years, the training down in Opa Locka 
is going to continue to interfere with the International Airfield just 
east of Opa Locka ¢ 

Captain Lams. Not to the degree it is at present, sir, because we 
will be moving out of Miami in increments, lessening the load con- 
tinuously each | year. 

Mr. Vinson. How much are you going to ask in the next appropria- 
tion bill for this? 

Captain Lams. We will require $41 million to complete this base. 
We will probably increment. it at $10 million per year, sir. 

Mr. Vinson. It is a 4-year program ? 

Captain Lamp. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Vinson. Well, if it is so important, why don’t you go and ask 
larger sums and get the work done? The longer you string it out 
don’t you know the more it is going to cost? It costs far more to 

take 4 years to build than it does if it takes 2 years to build. If it 
has to be built, why don’t you get through with it? 

Captain Lamps. We have to take into consideration construction 
feasibility, sir, just how fast we can construct down there. And this 
has oo our plan, to construct it at the rate of about $11 million 
per yea 

Mr. Tina. Well, off the record, Mr. Chairman. 

(Statement off the record.) 

The Cuarrman. Mr. Bray? 

Mr. Bray. Captain, how far is Opa Locka from Miami; that is, 
the base at Opa Locka from the International Airport at Miami / 

Captain Lams. Eight air miles, sir. 

fa Bray. How far? 

Captain Lams. Eight air miles. 

Mr. Bray. Eight air miles. 

Homestead, I believe is 30 miles south of Miami, isn’t it? 

Captain Lamp. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Vinson. The only trouble, Mr. Bray: I know Opa Locka well. 
I remember when we established there for the Navy. There is some 
information in this statement that the use of it does interfere with 
the air activity. Because we moved the air activity over Dinner Key 
up to the mainland and that has been 

The Cuatrman. Yes, members should bear in mind that not only 
has the population increased but the types of planes are changed. 

Mr. Vinson. That is right. 

The Cuamman. Coming and going. 

Mr. Bray. Mr. Chairman, I realize what Mr. Vinson says is cor- 
rect. But the point | was making was that here we will still have 
at Homestead a facility that perhaps will be just as busy as the one 
at Opa Locka and almost as close. 

Mr. Vinson. Homestead is entirely in a different area and it doesn’t 
interfere at all with the International F ield up there. 

Mr. Hess. The International Airport is west and south of Miami, 
I believe, and this is north. 

Mr. Vinson. Homestead is just the beginning of the Keys. It is 
“ the tip end of the peninsula of Flor “ida, right at the very end 
of it. 
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Mr. Bray. Mr. Vinson, I don’t believe there is too much difference 
between the location of the airstrip at Opa Locka and the Interna- 
tional Airport than there is between Homestead and there and we 
are building up another one at Homestead. 

Mr. Oh, yes. 

The Cuamman. Mr. Hess. 

Mr. Hess. I am inclined to agree with Mr. Bray. 

I think the International Airport—where is International Airport, 
Miami’ Where is it located? Is it west and south of Miami? 

Captain Lamp. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Hess. All right, then it is in the direction of Homestead. 

Mr. Vinson. No. 

Mr. Bennerr. No, it is west and north. Isn’t it west and north / 

Mr. Vinson. It is out by the Gulf Stream, the Gulf Stream Race- 
track. If you know where the racetrack is, it is out in that neigh- 
borhood. I have been out there, and I know all about it. 

Mr. Rivers. Homestead is a SAC base. A SAC base has to have 
at least a 12,000-foot runway and it has to be independent. It wouldn’t 
be even possible to put as SAC base at Opa Locka. 

Mr. Bray. Mr. Rivers, I am not questioning this good location or 
anything like that, but I am just saying we are a little premature on 
Homestead. 

Mr. Rivers. These Marine jets are causing so much noise down 
there 
Mr. Vinson. We have to come out of there, and we have to go some 
place and this is the place to go since the Board recommended it, 
and I so move, Mr. Chairman. 

Mr. Rivers. I want the record to show that I didn’t know anything 
about this until the land was started being acquired and then of 
course I assumed whatever responsibility was necessary to protect my 
constituents and the security of this country. 

The Cuarmman. The captain has told us they examined 82 sites all 
along the Atlantic coast and, in their best judgment, this is the place 
to put it. 


r. Bennert. I would like to have an opportunity to ask Congress- 
man Lantaff if he desires to submit a statement on this. I never 
talked to him about this, and I didn’t pera this move. 


The Cuarmman. Without objection, we will approve it, and we will 
let Mr. Lantaff put in any statement he cares to. Naval Air Station, 
Brunswick, Maine. 

Captain Lams. That is line 22, page 8 of the bill and page C3-5 of 
our justification book. 

Naval Air Station, Brunswick, Maine, is a permanent air station, 
part of a master jet complex, it is the master jet field. We are re- 
questing $632,000 authorization. 

The Cuairman. Without objections it is approved. It is a small 
sum. Let’s go on to Cecil Field, Fla. 

Captain Lamp. Cecil Field is line 24, page 8 of the bill and page 
C3-6 of the justification book. Cecil Field is a permanent master 
jet station. We are requesting $1,384,000 in authorization for a para- 
chute building $137,000, a cold-storage building $150,000, ordnance 
facilities at $384,000, utilities at $90,000, a radar air traffic control 
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center $413,000, visual, omnidirectional range $73,000, aircraft service 
facility which includes an oxygen building for $137,000, sir. 

The CHarman. This is just west of Jacksonville in northern 
Florida, isn’t it? 

Captain Lams. 13 miles, sir. 

The Cuarrman. Yes. 

Mr. Bennerr. Without objection. 

The Cuarman. Without objection. 

Captain Lamp. Our next project, sir, is on page—— 

Mr. Kevitener. C3-7. 

The Cuatrman. C3-7 in the book. 

Captain Lamp. Yes, sir. C3-7. 

The Carman. Without objection we will approve Chase. 

Let’s go on to the Marine Corps, Cherry Point. 

Captain Lams. Cherry Point is on page C3-8, sir. 

Cherry Point is a permanent—— 

Mr. Bray. Where is that? 

Mr. Vinson. North Carolina. 

Mr. Bray. No, I mean in the book? 

Captain Lams. Page C3-8, sir. 

The Cuarrman. Of course, this is the daddy of them all. 

Captain Lams. Yes, sir. 

We are requesting $1,609,000. This is a permanent Marine Corps 
Air Station. The projects are: relocate communication facilities at 
$65,000, fueling stations at $260,000, land acquisition for a gunnery 
and bombing range at $3,000, addition to the water plant at $542,000, 
radar air traffic control center at $539,000, replace a taxiway for 
$400,000, a total of $1,609,000, sir. 

The CuHarrman. Your justification is good. To provide adequate 
facilities for a fully operational station. 

Without objection, that is approved. 

Captain Lams. Our next project is naval air station, 

The Cuairman. Corpus Christi. 

Mr. Rivers. That is a big one, too. 

Captain Lams. Page C3-9, sir, Corpus Christi, Tex. 

Corpus Christi is a permanent naval air station. We are request- 
ing $342,000 in authorization for fueling stations and a visual omni- 
directional range. 

The Cuarrman. We own all the land there? 

Captain Lams. Yes, sir. 

The CuarrMan. It is a huge place. They have done a magnificant 
job. 

; I don’t know how we got along without it. Without objection, 
Corpus Christi is approved. It is a very small item they are asking 
for in this bill. Corry Field, Fla. 

Captain Lams. That is line 11, page 9 of the bill and C3-9—I beg 
your pardon. 

Mr. Keviener. Ten. 

The CuHarrman. Ten. 

Captain Lams. C3-10 of the justification book. Corry Field is a 
permanent naval air station for training of aviators. We are re- 
questing $2,153,000 to repair the drainage at this field. This field is 
a field that is 25 to 30 years old. The drainage tanks or the drainage 
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facilities on the field are completely worn out. The field floods each 
time we have a rain storm in this part of Florida, and it is necessary 
to suspend training during this period. neh 

The Cuarrman. The asphaltic concrete here is pretty thin, isn’t it? 

Captain Lamps. Yes, sir. 

The Cnamman. You have 1,060,000 square yards at $1.28. That 
is the big item, of $1,304,000, Is that the best type of construction you 
think for that particular locality ¢ 

Captain Lams. That is the behef of the Bureau of Yards and Docks, 
sir. 

The Cuatrreman. Yes. It is for the mission you have to perform. 
This is a training facility? 

Captain Lamp. Yes, sir. 

The Cuarman. You don’t need the heavy concrete runways, that 
you would at other stations? 

Captain Lams. No, sir. 

Mr. Hess. You are training with jets there, are you ? 

Captain Lamp. No, sir, light planes. It is for primary training. 

The CuarrMan. Primary training. 

Captain Lams. Where we first start in training aviators. 

The Cramman. Not too far from Macon. 

Without objection, we approve Corry Field. 

Captain Lams. Our next project is Crows Landing. Calif., line 13. 

Crows Landing is a permanent outlying field of the Moffett Master 
Jet Complex. 

We are requesting $89,000 for a crash building there to house our 
crash and fire trucks. 

The CuarrmMan. Without objection, that is approved. That is not 
too far from Alameda. 

Captain Lamp. Yes, sir. 

The Cuairman. All right, naval auxiliary air station, El Centro. 

Captain Lamp. That is line 15 of the bill, page C3-12 of the book. 

El Centro is an auxiliary air station, an auxiliary to Naval Air 
Station, San Diego. We are requesting $225,000 for ammunition stor- 
age magazines. 

The Cuarrman. You have to get it that far away for safety reasons. 
That is one of the most congested areas I think I have ever visited. 
It is becoming increasingly so. 

Captain Lamp. Yes, sir. 

The CuarrMan. Without objection, E] Centro is approved. 

El Toro, Calif. That is a Marine Corps air station. 

Captain Lams. That is line 17 of the bill, page C3-13 of the justi- 
fication book. El Toro is a permanent Marine Corps master jet 
station, at El Toro, Calif. We are requesting $1,675.00 for fueling 
stations at a cost of $750,000, composite approach lighting at a cost 
of $190,000, utilities at a cost of $70,000, communication facilities 
$192,000, radar air traffic control center $400,000, visual omnidirec- 
tional range, £73,000. 

Mr. Venson. Mr. Chairman, may I ask the admiral? What is the 
water situation down at El Toro? Do you have sufficient water there? 

You know one great trouble in California at some of our bases 
is water. 
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Admiral Menpennane. Mr. Chairman, this question is a matter of 
lega! difficulty at the present time. The Judge Advocate General of 
the Navy here is able to answer any question about water rights in 
that particular area. 

Mr. Vinson. Mr. Chairman, I suggest we get some information. 
While I haven't any objection to authorization out there, we should 
water. What is the use of building up these great bases in California 
if we don’t have water for them. 

Is this one of the points in which water is scarce? 

Captain Lams. No, sir; we have had no difficulties with water to 
my knowledge in the E] Toro area, sir, in recent years. 

Mr. Vinson. Is this in the neighborhood of Fallbrook? How far 
is it from Fallbrook where we have a great issue pending in the courts 
and in the Senate and the House? 

The CHarrMan. Santa Margarita. 

Captain Lame. It is 40 to 50 miles north of Fallbrook, sir. 

Mr. Vinson. Well, there is no question about water in this case, 
is it? 

Captain Lams. I have never heard of it. 

Mr. Vinson. All right, I have no objection. 

The CHarrMan. It is in Orange County. 

Captain Lamp. Yes. 

Mr. Bray. Mr. Chairman. 

The Yes. 

Mr. Bray. Captain, it will not be necessary to file suit against many 
persons in that area over water rights, like it has in one other in- 
stance in California‘ 

Captain Lamp. No, sir; it will not. 

Mr. Bray. That is all. 

Mr. Vinson. Mr. Chairman, I thought the admiral said it was about 
40 miles from Fallbrook and that the water rights was in litigation. 
Did you say that‘ 

Admiral Menpreniaun. 1 said—I was probably premature in my 
remarks, sir. 

If there is any question about water rights in other areas in southern 
Califormia 

Mr: Vinson. There is no question of water rights down there then ¢ 

Admiral No. 

The CuarrMan. Is that right, Admiral Nunn? 

Admiral Nunn. That is correct, sir. The El Toro rights are not in 
litigation, although we do buy our water there from the aqueduct. 

Mr. Vinson. Well, now, which item in this bill is connected with 
Fallbrook, Mr. Chairnian ¢ 

Admiral Nunyx. Mr. Chairman, that is on page 12 of the bill, at 
line 17. 

Mr. Vinson. All right. We will talk about it when we get to it. 

The Cuairman. Without objection, El Toro is approved. 

The next is the Naval Auxiliary Air Station, Fallon, Nev. 

Captain Lamp. That is line 20, page 9 of the bill, and page C3-14 
of the justification book. 

Fallon is an auxiliary air station in Nevada. 

We are requesting $569,000 authorization for: barracks at a cost 
of $159,000, a crash building at a cost of $101,000, a small infirmary 


building at a cost of $159,000, and an operation building at a cost of 
$150,000. 

Mr. Vinson. I move it be approved, Mr. Chairman. 

The CuarMan. Without objection, Fallon, Nev., is approved. 

Captain Lams. Our next project is—— 

The Cuarrman. It is a very small item. 

Captain Lamp. Is Naval Air Station, Glenview, IIl., line 22, page 9. 
It is page C3-14 of the justification book. 

Naval Air Station, Glenview, is a permanent naval air station for 
training of Reserves. We are requesting $70,000 for land acquisition 
in order to obtain possession of land over the end of the runway. 

The Cuarrman. How much land is it? 

Captain Lamp. There are 26.9 acres, sir. 

The Cuatrman. Of course, this is just 23 miles north of Chicago. 

Mr. Vinson. And this is a Reserve base? 

Captain Lamp. This is the headquarters of the Naval Air Reserve 
Training Command. 

The Cuarrman. Yes. Without objection, we will approve that 
$70,000. 

Captain Lame. Our next project—— 

The CuatrmMan. Glynco, Ga. 

Captain Lamp. Is Glynco, Ga., line 24, page 9, of the bill and page 
(3-15 of the justification book. Glynco, Ga., is a naval auxiliary air 
station, and it is a permanent station. We are requesting $6,531,000 
in authorization for land acquisition, 680 acres at $102,000: utilities 
and roads, $686,000; fuel storage, $346,000; communication facilities, 
$397,000; and collateral equipment for our CIC school, $5 million. 

I might explain, sir, that this is a newly reactivated station, and 
that we have received in the past sessions of Congress, authorization 
for a new CIC school at Glyneo, where we will train all naval aviators 
and air observers in the art of intercepting aircraft by radar. 

When we first proposed this project, we stated to the Congress at 
the time that we would include the collateral equipment for the school 
in the public works bill. Therefore, this item for $5 million for CIC 
equipment. 

Mr. Vinson. Mr. Chairman, may I ask some questions? 

The Cuarrman., Yes. 

Mr. Vinson. Now, there has previously been some kind of lighter- 
than-air activity at Glynco, had there not? ?, 

Captain Lamp. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Vinson. And has that been abandoned ? 

Captain Lamp. No, sir. We will continue the lighter-than-air 
activity. 

Mr. Vinson. And in connection with our lighter-than-air, then, you 
are going to establish some school, CIC school ? 

Captain Lamp. Yes, sir, in connection with lighter-than-air and 
i heavier-than-air. We are going to have jet aircraft stationed 
there. 

Mr. Vinson. Who will be sent to this school, what personnel, officers 
or enlisted or who? 

Captain Lams. Officers from the fleet will be sent to this school. 

Mr. Vinson. And what will they be taught there? 
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Captain Lams. They will be taught the art of intercepting aircraft 
by radar, sir. 

Mr. Vinson. How large a school, when will the school open up, 
and where are you carrying on that training now ¢ 

Captain Lams. We are doing a slight amount of training at Glen- 
view. 

Mr. Vinson. Where? 

Captain Lamp. Glenview. 

Mr. Vinson. Glenview. 

Captain Lams. Lllinois. 

We are doing a small amount at San Diego. But we have such a 
shortage of CIC officers that the facilities in San Diego and Glenview 
are entirely inadequate. We must train these CIC officers in groups 
of ten at a time, making up a team. We have decided to establish 
this school at Glynco. 

Mr. Vinson. How did you reach a decision to locate it at Glynco? 

Was a board appointed, a survey made—— 

Captain Lame. A board was appointed, yes, sir, and it was found 
to be the most suitable existing air facility which could be expanded 
without building an entirely new field. 

Mr. Vinson. Now, you don’t have to buy any land? 

The Crarmman. No. 

Captain Lamp. I believe—yes, sir, there is land acquisition of-—— 

Mr. Vinson. You have 2,000 acres there now, 2,431. 

Captain Lamp. That is correct, sir. 

And we need 680 additional acres in order to put in communication 
facilities. 
~ The Cuarrman. How much an acre is that land? 

Captain Lams. That is $150 per acre. 

Mr. Bennerr. CIC means Counter Intelligence Corps. 

Admiral Menpenuati. Combat information center. 

Mr. Bennerr. I can’t get all these alphabets synchronized some- 
how, or other. 

Mr. Bray. I didn’t hear what you said CIC stood for? 

Captain Lams. Combat information center, sir. 

If the committee desires, I would like to explain that this school 
will have mocked up, or built into, the CIC building units exactly 
like they have in the ships. And in the ship the radar intelligence 
comes to a center in the ship. The enemy plane is tracked there. Now, 
assuming that we have our own fighters in the air, the difficult thing 
to accomplish is to get our fighters to the point where the enemy is. 
For that reason, we track the enemy. We know where our own people 
are. We give them a course and the speed at which to proceed, and 
an altitude, until they make an interception. That is called combat 
information center. It is quite vital to the fleet, that these people 
be competent. It requires a high degree of skill to do it. 

Mr. Vinson. Mr. Chairman, why don’t they designate it in the bill 
as to what it is going to be? They have fuel storage facilities, com- 
munication facilities, utilities, training equipment, and land acquisi- 
tion. Why don’t you say it is going to be a CIC school. Because you 
are not doing anything in this $6 million to carry on the present 
activities at Glynco, which is a lighter-than-air training base. 
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Captain Lams. I believe, Mr. Vinson, that it has been established 
in previous authorization which we have received from the Congress. 
fr. Vinson. I see. All right. 
Captain Lams. That this is to be a CIC school. 
Mr. Vinson. And this is going to be the only type of school in the 


Navy. 

Ca tain Lamp. No, sir. It will be the main and principal sehool 
for the Naval Air Establishment. We will continue to do a limited 
amount of training at Glenview and at San Diego. 

Mr. Vinson. All right, Mr. Chairman, I move the item be approved. 

The CuarrmMan. $150 an acre. What kind of land is that? What 
is the type of that land? 

Mr. i Ess. Pine, it says here. 

Mr. TrenckeNn. That is mostly timberland. We bought some land 
down there at Glynco from this same owner last year. 

The Cuarrman. How much? 

Mr. TrencKeEN. At $128 an acre, and we have estimated this at $150 
an acre for budgetary purposes. 

The CuarrMan. Sand dunes and pine trees? 

Mr. 'TrenckEN, It is pine trees. It is timber. . 

Mr. Vinson. Pine trees are worth $25 to $30 a thousand on the 
stump. 

Mr TIENCKEN. It is commercial timber. 

The Cuarrman. It is commercial timber? 

Mr. Trencken, Yes, sir. 

Mr. Vinson. Timber brings $30 a thousand all over the South on 
the stump. And any kind of timberland will produce—— 

The Cuarrman. I just wanted to know whether it was commercial 
timber. 

Rn Vinson. Well, Mr. Cunningham’s committee will scrutinize 
this. 

The Cuarrman. I hope, I hope. 

Mr. Vinson. All right. I move the item be approved, Mr. Chair- 
man. 

The Cuarrmay. All right, without objection. 

Mr. Vinson. You can sell the timber to pay for the land. 

The CuHareman. All right, Naval Auxiliary Air Station, Kings- 
ville, Tex. We will go out where they have good land. 

Captain Lams. Page 10, line 3 of the bill. 

Kingsville, Tex., is on page C3-16 of the justification book. 

Kingsville, Tex., is an auxiliary air station used for the advanced 
training of naval air pilots. We are requesting $666,000 in new au- 
thorization, broken down as follows: 

$328,000 for electrical distribution system, $265,000 for jet fuel 
storage facilities, and $73,000 for a visual omnidirectional range. 

Mr. Vinson. Move it be approved. 

The Cuarrman. Without objection, Kingsville is approved. 

Captain Lams. Our next project is Litchfield Park air facilitiy, 
page 10, line 5 of the bill, and page C3-17 of the justification book. 

Naval air facility, Litchfield Park, Ariz., is 20 miles west of Phoenix. 


It is a permanent naval station. We are requesting $1,654,000, broken 
down as follows: Airfield pavements, $1,227,000, a control tower, 
$135,000, alterations to a hanger building of $104,000, radio receiver 
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building, $63,000, and we have land acquisition, 209 acres, at 3600 
per acre, for a total of $125,000. 

The CuatrmMan. Now, that is 20 miles west of Phoenix? 

Captain Lamp. Yes, sir. 

The Cuamman. What kind of land is that, that you are paying 
$600 an acre? 

Captain Lame. That is farmland, sir, very productive farmland. 

The Cuatrman. Is it irrigated land? 

Captain Lamp. Yes, sir. 

The Cuatrman. It is irrigated land? 

Captain Lamp. Yes, sir. 

The Cuatrman. That explains it. 

Do you have to have that kind of land? 

Captain Lams. That is where we preserve many of our aircraft for 
war reserve, sir. 

The Cuamman. Oh. 

Captain Lams. Also we land many of our jets there that are cross- 
e country. 

‘he Yes. 

Captain Lame. We must have a longer runway. 

The Cuarrman. Yes. 

Mr. Vinson. Move it be approved. 

The Cuairman. Yes, that explains it. Without objection, Litch- 
field is approved. 

Mr. Wickersuam. Mr. Chairman, wouldn’t it save the Admiral’s 
time and the committee’s if he would just read the total and include 
land and not go into item by item? We have the books before us 
and it can save a lot of time. 

The Cuarrman. We kind of like to look at each item there. We are 
following him. He is doing it quickly. 

Mr. Vinson. That is right. 

The Cuairman. And about as briefly as he can. 

Mr. Kirpay. I think he is doing prety well. 

The Cuairman. You are doing all right, Captain. Go right ahead. 
Mayport, Fla. 

ptain Lams. Mayport is on page 10, line 8 of the bill, and page 
C3-18 of the justification book. 

Mayport, Fla., which is 15 miles southeast—15 miles east of Jack- 
sonville, is a naval auxiliary landing field. We have a facility where 
carriers can come in and tie up to the dock and transfer planes. We 
are requesting $75,000 for land acquisition. 

The CuarrmMan. That is all, yes; 462 acres, at $163. 

Mr. Hess. That is about right. 

The Cuairman. That is 0. k. with me. Any objection? 

(No response. ) 

The Cuarrman. If there is no objection, it is approved. Miramar. 

Captain Lams. Naval Air Station Miramar, Calif., is on page 10, 
line 10 of the bill, and it is on page C3-19 of the justification book. 

Miramar is 16 miles northeast of San Diego. It is our main master 
jet station in southern California. We are requesting $4,001,000. 

Mr. Rivers. Without objection. 

Captain Lams. Shall I list the items, sir? 
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For a radar air traffic control center, $428,000; for a visual omni- 
directional range, $73,000; for a hangar, $3,300,000; for utilities, 
roads, and walks, $200,000, sir. 

The Cuarmman, Captain, why couldn't we have the Navy take over 
the aid defense function in this area / 

Captain Lamp. That is a matter that would have to be decided by 
the Joint Chiefs of Staff, in that they have assigned that mission to 
the Air Force, sir. 

The Cuairman. As you know, we have had considerable difficulty 
in trying to find adequate room for the Air Force. 

Captain Lams. Yes, sir. 

The Cuarman. A place to house them and a place where they can 
really function and operate. 

Captain Lamp. We have that matter under study and we will co- 
operate with the Air Force in every way possible, sir. 

Mr. WickersuaM. I move we approve it. 

Mr. Rivers. Without objection. 

The Cnairman. All right, without objection, we approve it. 

Captain Lamp. The next project is at Moffett Field, which is at 
line 12, page 10 of the bill, and page C3-20 of the justification book. 
Naval Air Station, Moffett Field. is a permanent jet field 36 miles 
south of San Francisco, We are requesting $1,336,000 in new author- 
ization; approach lighting, $160,000; fuel stations, $516,000; an air 
interceptor training facility, $222,000; radar air traftic control center, 
$429,000; land acquisition, 5.5 acres at $1,638 per acre, for a total 
of $9,000. 

Mr. Hess. Is this improved land, Captain ? 

Captain Lams. This land isa site where we now have a radio beacon 
which is used by all aircraft entering the San Francisco area. The 
option on this land expires this year. It would be much cheaper 
for us to buy this land at $9,000 than to move the air beacon which 
would disrupt not only military aircraft, but all civilian aircraft 
approaching San Francisco, 

The Cuatrman. That is very expensive land. It is becoming in- 
creasingly expensive, too. I think you better get it as quickly as 
you can. 

Mr. Rivers. That is one of our great naval aviation installations, 
named for one of the pioneers in lighter-than-air, and one of the 
greatest South Carolinians who ever contributed to the colonization 
of California. 

The Cuamman. That is a good speech. We will approve it. We 
are convinced. Go to Mojave. 

Captain Lamp. Mojave, Calif., is on line 15, page 10 of the bill, and 
page C3-21 of the justification book. 

At Mojave we have Marine Corps Auxiliary Air Station. We are 
requesting $160,000 for the purchase of mineral rights, 50,000 acres, in 
public domain land. The total amount of land we are requesting 

The Crarman. This is to be used as a gunnery range for your 
Marine air units? 

Captain Lamp. Yes, sir. 

The Cuarrman. And there is no other existing facility. 

Without objection, Mojave is approved. 

New River, N. C., another Marine Corps air facility. 
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Captain Lamp. That is on line 17, page 10 of the bill, and page 
C3-22 of the justification book. 

Marine Corps air facility, New River, is 5 miles south of Jackson- 
ville, Onslow County, N. C. It is a permanent Marine Corps air 
station. We are requesting $972,000 new authorization for a barracks, 
$518,000; BOQ and mess, $260,000; steam distribution, $68,000; utili- 
ties and paving, $126,000. 

Mr. Bennerr. Does that 

The Cuarrman. A Marine helicopter group is to be taken care of ? 

Captain Lame. Yes. 

Mr. Bennett. Is that where the Air Marines are going to be in con- 
nection with the Air Marines at Beaufort? 

Captain Lamp. Yes, sir. It is a helicopter facility and we take the 
marines from the—— 

Mr. Bennett. Where are the land elements of the Third Marine Air 
Wing that is going to be at Buford? Where are the troops, land 
troops ¢ 

r. Bennett. I thought they were now in Korea, the 3d Marines? 

Captain Lamp. I will have to ask Major General Hill that. 

Is the 3d Marine Division in Korea, General ? 

General Hutx.. They are now in Japan. 

The CHarrmMan. Without objection, New River, N. C., is approved. 

We will move on to Norfolk, Va. 

Captain Lamp. That is on line 20, page 10 of the bill, and page C3- 
22 of the justification book. 

Naval Air Station, Norfolk, Va., is a permanent naval air station. 
We are requesting $628,000 new authorization for electronic training 
facilities for fleet personnel stationed in the Norfolk area. 

Mr. Harpy. I move it be approved. 

The Cuarrman. Without objection, Norfolk is approved. 

Mr. Harpy. It is a good one, Mr. Chairman. 

Captain Lame. Our next project is Oceana, Va. 

The Cuatrman. Oceana, Va. 

Captain Lams. That is on page 10, line 22 of the bill, and page 
C3-22 of the justification book. 

The Cuatrman. A lot of money. 

Captain Lams. Oceana is a permanent master jet naval air station. 
We are requesting $4,696,000, broken down : $900,000 for an auditorium 
and Navy exchange; $137,000 for aviation oxygen service facility, 
$227,000 for a barracks, $44,000 for security facilities; $101,000 for a 
fire station ; $300,000 for utilities : $36,000 for roads and walks, $413,000 
radar air traffic control center; $73,000, visual omnidirectional range 
and $2,415,000 for a hangar. 

This Oceana is one of our master jet stations which is in the process 
of being developed, sir. 

The Cuatrman. Your big item there is for that hangar, that 
building ? 

Mr. Bennett. Can I ask how many master jet bases there are in the 
Navy or underway ? 

Captain Lams. There are eight master jet stations. 

The Cuatrman. That is a huge hangar. 

Captain Lamps. This hangar is similar in design to the one that we 
spoke of at Miramar, Calif., sir. 
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The Crarrman. Is that so? 

Captain Lamps. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Ketiener. It is called a Miramar hangar, is it not? 

Captain Lams. Miramar-type hangar. 

Mr. Bares. What is wrong, Captain, with the present Navy ex- 
change you have there? 

Captain Lams. We do not have an adequate one there at the present, 
sir, to my knowledge; that is, we have one that is in a very inadequate 
building. You see, this is a new station and we are moving the facili- 
ties to a new location on the station. 

Mr. Bares. You have had a PX at Oceana for a long time. 

Captain Lamn. We have had it in an inadequate building; yes, sir. 

Mr. Harpy. You haven’t had any PX there that you could really 
call a PX, though, Captain—not much of one? 

Captain Lams. That is right, sir. 

The Cratrman. The big item in there is, of course, the hangar, 
over $2 million. Without objection, Oceana is approved. 

Let’s go to the next one, Captain, Pensacola, Fla. 

Captain Lams. Page 11, line 1 of the bill, and page C-3-24 of the 
justification book. 

Fensacola, Fla., is the headquarters of the Aviation Training Com- 
mand. We are asking for the construction of a new training field 
for an authorization request of $1,533,000. This is necessitated by 
= expansion of the pilot training program from 2,700 pilots to 3,200 

ilots. 
7 The Cuatrrman. Without objection, Pensacola is approved. 

Captain Lams. The next project is Point Mugu, page 11 of the bill, 
line 4, and page C3-25 of the justification book. 

Point Mugu is five and a half miles east-southeast of the city of 
Port Hueneme in California. It is a center for testing and evaluation 
of guided missiles and their components. We are requesting $1,132,- 
000 for facilities on San Nicolas Island, which is Government-owned. 

The Cuamman. Yes. 

Captain Lams. And is 60 miles to the seaward of Point Mugu. 
Breaking it down, it is a missiles project building at $150,000; opera- 
tion building, $170,000; fire station, $102,000; water system, $392,000 ; 
public works facilities, $118,000, Theodolite stations $200,000. 

Mr. River. What is that? 

Captain Lamp. Theodolites are instruments for tracking guided 
missiles, sir. 

Mr. Rivers. All right. 

The Cuatrman. Without objection—— 

Mr. Bares. Is that total correct, Captain ? 

Captain Lamp. I beg your pardon. 

Mr. Bares. You have to make an adjustment in the total, I see, 
where you corrected one of the items. You corrected item 1 there 
for $310,000. 

Captain Lamp. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Bares. Does it require a correction of the total? 

Captain Lamp. No, sir. 

The next project is Quonset Point, R. I., page 11, line 8 of the bill, 
and page C3-26 of the justification book. 
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Quonset Point Naval Air Station is a permanent air station. We 
are requesting $579,009 in new authorization for a visual omni direc- 
tional range at $73,000; a radar air traffic control center at $506,000. 

The Cuarrman. Without objection, that is approved. 

Captain Lame. Our next facility is at Naval Air Station, San 
Diego, Calif., line 10, page 11 of the bill, page C3-27 of the justifica- 
tion book. 

Naval Air Station, San Diego, is a permanent naval air station. 
We are requesting $1,157,000 new authorization, broken down into: 
Seaplane beaching facilities, $357,000; and an extension to fuel acces- 
sories overhaul building for $800,000. 

The Cuatrman. Without objection, San Diego is approved. 

Captain Lamps. The next project is Padre Island, Tex., line 12, 
page 11 of the bill, and page C3-28 of the justification book. 

Padre Island is part of the gunnery range for the south Texas 
training stations. 

The CuatrMan. Without objection, that is approved. It is $80,000. 

Captain Lamp. Yes, sir. 

The next project is at Trenton, N. J., Naval Air Turbine Test 
Station; line 13, page 11 of the bill, and page C3-29 of the justification 
book. 

The naval air turbine test station is a permanent experimental and 
testing station of the aeronautical establishment. We are requesting 
$5,209,000 in*new authorization for a new type environmental test 
cell, an accessories test wing building, a ram blower structure and an 
absorption dynamometer, 

Mr. Ketienver. I have one question, Mr. Chairman. 

The Cuamman. Yes, Mr. Kelleher. 

Mr. Ketitener. Captain Lamb, what is the explanation for the very 
large amount, almost $30 million, in funded construction not in plant 
value? That is the second one of these that I have noted where that 
amount is very large. 

Captain Lamp. That is mainly equipment of long lead time, 2 to 3 
years, for manufacture, I believe, although we have the details here 
and IT believe Admiral Perry can give you the details. 

Mr. Keniener. But it is equipment and it is not construction; is 
that correct ? 

Captain Lamp. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Keitener. That is all. 

The CHarrMan. Without objection, Trenton is approved. 

Captain Lamp. The next station is Whidbey Island, Wash., line 15, 
page 11 of the bill and page C320 of the justification book. 

Whidbey Island is a master jet station in Washington, 65 miles 
north of Seattle. We are requesting $4.245,000 in new authorization 
for a hangar, $2,400,000; utilities for the hangar, $404,000; airfield 
pavements—that will be parking area—$600,000; communication 
facilities, $84,000; and a visual omni directional range, $73,000; a 
second increment of a heating plant for $284,000; a radar air traffic 
control center, $400,000. 

The CratrmMan. That is just about as far north as we can go on the 
— comparable to Limestone in Maine on the east coast; 
isn’t it 
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Captain Lams. Until we get to Alaska. We have a naval air 
station—— 

The CHatrman. That is what I mean. In continental United 
States. 

Captain Lames. That is right. 

The Cuairman. It is pretty nearly a jumping-off place. 

Captain Lams. From Whidbey Island we run all of our ASW 
patrols and search patrols for the northwest sector of the United 
States. 

The Cuarmman. Fine. A very important installation, and without 
objection, it is approved. 

Now that brings us to supply facilities. 

Captain Lams. Mr. Chairman, again may we turn to the overseas 
aviation ¢ 

The Cuarrman. Yes, sir. 

Captain Lams. I believe it would save us time, sir. 

The Yes, sir. 

Mr. Hess. Page 14. 

The Cuatrman. All right. Cubi Point, Philippines. 

Captain Lamp. Yes, sir. In the book the page is OS3-1. ‘That 
is the Navy justification book. 

The Cuarrman. All right. 

Captain Lams. Our first project is Naval Air Facility, Cubi Point, 
Philippine Islands, line 22, page 14, OS3-1 of the justification book. 

We are requesting $6,085,000 in new authorization. Cubi Point is 
a permanent naval air station. 

The Cuatmrman. And you are going to ask that full amount in ap- 
too, aren’t you? 

aptain Lamp. Yes, sir. 

The Cuatrman. Because it is something that is needed. 

Captain Lams. Immediately. 

The Cuarrman. Immediately, yes. 

Mr. Rivers. How close is that to Subic Bay? 

Mr. Bennett. On the bay. 

Captain Lams. That is on Subic Bay, sir. Show that chart, please. 

Mr. Rivers. Oh, I see. 

The Cuarmman. Yes. 

Mr. Rivers. Mr. Chairman, Subic Bay is the place where the CB’s 
which Admiral Perry created, moved an entire mountain and made a 
fine airfield out of it—the CB’s. 

Isn’t that right, Admiral ? 

Admiral Perry. That is right, yes. 

Mr. Rivers. Cubi. 

The Cuatrman. Without objection, Cubi Point is approved. It is 
imperative, urgent. 

Next is the Naval Air Station, Guantanamo. 

Captain Lams. Line 15, line 3 of the bill, and page OS3-2 of the 
justification book. 

Guantanamo Bay, Cuba. We have here a permanent naval air 
station. We are reauesting $230,000 for a dispensary building. 

The CrHarrman. We are pretty familiar with that. Without ob- 
jection, it is approved. 
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Captain Lams. The next project is Naval Air Station, Iwakuni, 
Japan, page 15, line 5 of the bill, and page OS3-—3 of the justification 

ok. 

Iwakuni Air Station is a permanent air station in Japan. It is 22 
miles southwest of Hiroshima. It is on the island of Honshu. We 
are taking this facility over from the Air Force. And from this air- 
field we run our ASW and search patrols in the Far East. We are 
requesting $2,246,000 in new authorization. It is broken down into 
$1,248,000 for a runway and taxiway, and $576,000 for ammunition 
storage and $201,000 for fuel storage, and $121,000 to improve the 
seaplane and landplane parking area, and $100,000 to improve the 
existing hangars. 

Mr. Bennetr. How many acres—— 

The Cuamman. Without objection. 

Mr. Bennetr. How many acres do you own there? 

The Cuatrman. Wait one minute. 

Captain Lams. We do not own any, sir. I believe there is an error 
inthe book. This field was a grant to us by the Japanese Government. 

Mr. Bennett. We do own it, then? 

Captain Lamp. Yes, sir, under the terms of the treaty. 

Mr. Miter. There are only 135 acres? 

Mr. Kevtener. And there is no land acquisition, even though the 
backup material indicates there is? 

Captain Lams. There is no land acquisition. 

Mr. Bennett. How many acres in it? As I understand is 135. 

The CuarrmMan. 135. 

Mr. Bennett. That sounds like an awful small number of acres. 


Captain Lamps. I will have to supply that answer for the record, 
Mr. Bennett. 
(The information requested is as follows:) 


When the Navy assumes full control of the field from the Air Force, the total 
area of the Naval Reservation will be 1278 acres, 

Mr. Bennerr. Very well. O. K. 

The Cuatrman. This is an arrangement we worked out with the 
Japanese under the treaty? 

Gaptain Lamp. Yes, sir. 

The Cuarrman. For our mutual protection. Without objection, 
Iwakuni is approved. 

Captain Lams. The next project is at Kodiak, Alaska. That is on 
line 8, page 15 of the bill, and page OS3—4 of the justification book. 

Kodiak is a permanent naval air station. We are asking $719,000 
in new authorization for a theater to replace a theater which was 
destroyed by fire in 1952. 

Mr. Ketriener. A 500-man theater? 

Captain Lamp. Yes, sir, 500-man. 

The CHatrman. Heavens, no, you need a little entertainment out 
there at the jumping-off place, the end of the line. The Navy is in 
control there. You are in charge. But I think we granted the Air 
Force a sum for some kind of an installation up there. 

Mr. Smart. I think that was at Naknek, which is north of Kodiak 
on the mainland. 

The CuatrMan. I thought it was at Kodiak. 
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You work in cooperation with the other forces there, or do they 
have any 

Captain Lams. They are all 

The Cuairman. Do they have any representatives ? 

Captain Lams. All Armed Forces are coordinated in Alaska, yes, 
sir. 

The Cuarrman. Yes. 

Mr. Ketrener. I believe you are thinking of Adak. 

The CuHarrman. Adak, yes. That is what it was. Without. ob- 
jection, Kodiak is 

Kwajalein. 

Captain Lams. The next project is Naval Air Station, Kwajalein. 
That is line 10, page 15, of the bill and OS3—5 of the justification 
book. 

Kwajalein is a permanent naval air station in the Marshall Islands. 
We are requesting $990,000 to construct a new aircraft repair shop. 

The Cuairman. Without objection, Kwajalein is approved, 

Mr. Rivers. That is where you took off to go to Einiwetok. 

The Cuarrman. Now we go back, I guess, to page 11 in the bill, 
supply facilities. 

[r. Smarr. Insert the appropriate statement there, Sam. 

Requested authorization in this program for “supply facilities,” 
under the management control of the Bureau of Supplies and Ac- 
counts, totals $35,312,000 for 5 projects, 3 overseas and 2 in the con- 
tinental United States. 

The 3 overseas projects, at a cost of $31,608,000 will provide bulk 
petroleum storage facilities at Subic Bay, hea yr Islands, and in 
another strategic overseas location in support of fleet and shore ac- 


tivity requirements for Navy special fuel oil, diesel oil, aviation gaso- 
line, jet fuel and motor gasoline. 
Requirements for petroleum storage are based on poe established 


by the Joint Chiefs of Staff and studies conducted by the Secretary 
of Defense. Detailed information of a classified nature is available 
to support requirements and the proposed petroleum facilities at the 
overseas locations. 

The two projects in continental United States, are for the purpose 
of correcting serious fire protection deficiencies at the Naval Supply 
Center, Oakland, Calif., at a cost of $8,051,000 and rehabilitation of 
the cold-storage plant at Cheatham Annex, Naval Supply Center, 
Norfolk, Va., at a cost of $653,000, 

The major portion of the warehouses at the Naval Supply Center, 
Oakland, are of combustible construction, built in World War II and 
inadequately protected. These buildings are presently storing over 
one-half billion dollar value of materials. The replacement cost of 
the structures would be $29.8 million. 

The cold-storage plant at Cheatham Annex has deteriorated to the 
extent of being unsafe for continued use. 

The CuarrMan. All right, Captain. 

Captain Lams. Supply facilities, ; 

The Cuarrman. We are going to get along all right. We are going 
to finish this bill if we get going. 


i 


4599 


Captain Lams. The supply facilities are sponsored by the Bureau 
of Supplies and Accounts. The first item is on page 11 of the bill, 
line 19, and is C4~1 of the justification book. 

It is Naval Supply Center, Norfolk, Va., which is a permanent sup- 
ply center. We are requesting $653,00 new authorization to rehabili- 
tate a cold-storage plant building at this station. 

Mr. Rivers. Very conservative estimate. 

The Cuairman. Without objection, it is approved. 

Oakland, Calif. 

Captain, Lamp. The next project is Naval Supply Center, Oakland, 
line 21, page 11 of the bill, and that is page—— 

The C4-2. 

Captain Lams. C4-2. Naval Supply Center, Oakland, is a perma- 
nent supply center for the west coast. We are requesting fire protec- 
tion for warehouses. The request for authorization is $3,051,000. We 
have a plant value there of $70 million and a storage inventory of over 
one-half a billion dollars. These warehouses were constructed during 
the war without fire protection. The Secretary of the Navy feels they 
must be protected. 

The Picaieix. Immense things they are. Staggering sums of 
money and material we have there. Without objection, Oakland is 
approved. 

Marine Corps facilities. 

Captain Lame. May we turn to overseas of the supply, Mr. 
Chairman? 

The CHarmman. All right. 

Mr. Ketiener. Page 15 of the bill. 

Captain Lams. Overseas of the Supply Department-sponsored fa- 
cilities are on page 15 of the bill, line 13, page OS4-1 of the justifica- 
tion book. 

The project is at naval station, Subic Bay, Philippine Islands, which 
is a permanent naval station. It is an authorization request for 
$5,956,000, to provide the second increment of a bulk petroleum fuel 
storage and handling facilities depot. This is caused by the necessity 
to position our fuel supplies throughout the world and is in accord- 
ance with the directive of the Joint Chiefs of Staff. 

The CHarrman. Where are we getting most of our fuel supply in 
the Philippines today? Are they bringing it from the Near East, 
Indonesia ¢ 

Captain Lamp. Some of it from the Near East and some we are 
taking out from the west coast to this fuel storage facility. 

Mr. Rivers. Has the Navy completely abandoned Cavite? 

Captain Lamp. We have a naval air facility only at Cavite. It is 
also the headquarters of Naval Philippine Command. 

Mr. Rivers. And was at one time your principal naval base, wasn’t 
it? 

Captain Lams. Which was destroyed by the Japanese. 

Mr. Rivers. Yes, sir. 

The CuamMan. Without objection, Subic—Naval Station, Subic 
Bay, is approved. All right. 

z That brings us down to Marine Corps facilities on page 11 of the 
ill. 
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Admiral Menpennaiyi. Mr. Chairman, General Hill is here repre- 
senting the commandant of the Marine Corps. He would like to pre- 
sent these items. 

The Cuarrman. All right. General Hill, we are always happy to 
have you come before our committee, sir. 

General Hit. Thank you very much, Mr. Chairman. I welcome 
this opportunity to appear before the Armed Services Committee. 

The Cuatrman. Thank you. 

General Hitz. I have a prepared statement, sir. 

The Crarrman. Yes. 

You have a general statement you want to give us? 

General Yes, sir. 

The CuarrmMan. You want to just insert it in the record? 

General Yes, sir. 

The Cuarrman. It is not very long, is it? 

General Hu. No, sir. 

The CHairrman. All right, we will insert it in the record, and let 
you start with the Marine Corps facilities, at the bottom of page 11 
of the bill. 

(The statement referred to is as follows :) 


The primary objective, on which the Marine Corps 1955 public works program 
is founded, is to provide necessary facilities for training and maintaining the 
expanded Marine Corps. A secondary program objective is to correct existing 
deficiencies. The Marine Corps has prepared its program in the format pre- 
scribed and under the policies and assumptions which have been promulgated by 
the Department of Defense. The program has been carefully prepared on the 
basis of the maximum possible utilization of existing facilities, and no replace- 
ments of existing facilities are proposed except those which are in a critically 
unsatsfactory condition or are grossly inadequate to provide for known require- 
ments. All projects conform to the master shore station development plans for 
the stations concerned. 

The 1955 program is based on and is similar to the 1954 program. The 
reason for this situation is that only $9,968,100 was authorized out of a total of 
approximately $214 million requested for that year (after cuts from an initial 
submission of about $483 million). This reduction requires that most of these 
projects be resubmitted in the 1955 program. The majority of projects in the 
Marine Corps program represent a need which has existed before, and are 
those which failed to receive appropriations because they were considered to be 
less urgent than those for other parts of the Defense Department when the 
Marine Corps recommendations were reviewed. This need still exists and is 
presented in this year’s program. It must be remembered that during World 
War II, the facilities of the Marine Corps within the continental United States 
were not designed nor required to maintain a large standing force. 

Today, at all Marine Corps stations (except temporarily at Camp Pendleton 
and Twentynine Palms, Calif.), conditions are overcrowded and generally un- 
satisfactory, and do not conform to minimum standards for billeting, messing, 
or storage. Even with two divisions overseas, this condition exists. When one 
or both divisions return to the continental United States, these conditions will 
be multiplied many times. It is considered necessary to keep this factor in 
mind and provisions must be made to house and maintain the entire Marine 
Corps in the continental United States. 

Speaking for a moment of the expanded Marine Corps, I would like to point 
out that the strength of the Marine Corps as of June 30, 1950, was 72,012, of 
which 65,564 were located in the United States. As of December 31, 1953, the 
strength of the Marine Corps was 243,823 of which 175,173 were located in 
the United States. It is obvious from these figures that the facilities require- 
nents are much larger now than they were June 30, 1950. Lack of facilities 
has made it necessary to extemporize and double up to the point where training 
has suffered. 
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As has been pointed out, this condition is not a temporary crowding to handle 
a nonrecurring peak load, but is a condition which will continue to exist if not 
alleviated by providing the necessary facilities. 

The program includes 10 projects, at 5 stations at a cost of $2,605,000. Au- 
thorization in that amount will be required. The primary objective may be 
divided into: 

1. Provision of facilities for training at four activities includng 8 projects 
costing $2,153,000, and 

2. Provision of supply facilities at the Marine Corps Depot of Supplies, 
Albany, Ga., including 2 projects costing $452,000. 

Details of these two subobjectives are as follows: 


1. Training facilities 


Authorized 
and approved 
request, fiscal 

year 1955 


Location Priority 


(6) Temporary BOQ, Camp Geiger - | 434, 000 | 
(c) Conversion of warehouse space to shop space in Camp Geiger-- | 95, 000 
MCRD, Parris Island, 8. C.: 
(a) Cold storage plant. 
(5) Extension of steam distribution lines from main station to 3d battalion | 
MCS, Quantico, Va.: 
(a) Chapel 350, 000 | 
(b) NCO barracks and mess______- 235, 000 
MCRD, San Diego, Calif.: | 
(a) 3 classroom buildings, ‘ 82, 000 
(5) Supply facilities 
MCDS, Albany, Ga.: 
(a) Security facilities ___.___ 
Maintenance 


625, 000 | 


112, 000 


The Cratrman. The first is the Marine Corps Depot of Supplies, 
Albany, Ga. 

General Hitx. Page 11, sir, line 24 in the bill. 

The CuarrMan. Yes, sir. 

General Hii. Page C5-1 in the justification book. Security facili- 
ties at Albany, Ga., $92,000; a maintenance shop, $360,000; total, 
$452,000. 

Mr. Vinson. Mr. Chairman, let me ask the General one question. 

Do I understand you can build all that shop facilities for $360,000? 

General Hix. Not as we had originally mt era it, sir, no, sir. 

Mr. Vinson. Well, now, how did we originally plan it?) How much 
would the shop facilities cost ? 

General Hux. It was originally planned, sir, for a total of 
$1,145,000. 

Mr. Vinson. Then that means that to complete the shop facilities 
so you can carry on its work there, you need about $400,000 more; is 
that right? 

General Hitz. The first increment now nearing completion, sir, 
provides all of the facilities except for a heavy equipment shop, paint 
shop, locomotive shed, sandblast and clean shops, battery shop, sheet 
metal, canvas and glass, tire and wheel, a vehicle body shop. 

The second increment in this bill will provide as many of these 
facilities as the funds provided will permit. 

Mr. Vinson. Then, in other words, General, when you get this 
$452,000, your shop facilities are by no means complete? 

General Hit. That is correct, sir. 
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Mr. Vinson. How much more money do you need to complete ? 

General Hrix. It is proposed to use these funds for an annex to the 
existing building which will house some of the facilities that I enumer- 
ated above, sir. 

In answer to your question, I do not believe we can operate satis- 
factorily when this increment is completed. 

Mr. Vinson. Well, then, you want to go ahead and increase it, then, 
so you can operate satisfactorily. 

General Hix. I would say that is correct, sir. 

Mr. Vinson. Well, how much more money will that take? 

General Hitt. It places me in an embarrassing position, Mr. Vinson. 

Mr. Vinson. All right . 

The CuarrmMan. He will be back. 

Mr. Vinson. All right. 

The Cuarrman. He will be back for more money. You always come 
back for more. 

Mr. Bennerr. Shouldn’t we place it in here now? We have added 
additional funds for the Air Force occasionally. Why shouldn’t we 
do it now if it is needed? 

Mr. Rivers. He hasn’t permission—— 

Mr. Vinson. Why shouldn’t the amount be $892,000 instead of 
$452,000? I will relieve you of the embarrassment. I studied this 
matter. Wouldn’t that increase, the difference between $452,000 and 
$892,000, give you the increase you need ? 

General Hitt. Well, since you insist, sir, I can say that in order to 
permit satisfactory operation of the maintenance shops, it would cost 
$800,000 on the existing annex. Of this amount, $600,000 is the esti- 
mated cost of the building construction, $148,000 for equipment, and 
$52.000 for utilities, services, and site development. 

Mr. Vinson. Of course, Mr. Chairman, it is the duty of the com- 
mittee to insist that we get all of the facts and we just have to insist— 
and I am grateful to the General, after insistence on my part, to get 
the facts, that it takes an authorization of $892,000 instead of $452,000. 

Mr. Wickersuam. I second the motion, 

Mr. Vinson. So I am going to ask the committee sometime during 
this hearing to increase this item to $492,000—$892,000, instead of 
$452,000. 

Mr. Chairman, I move that the amount of $892,000 be inserted at 
this time. It would be good planning. It would be orderly planning. 
It would give them an opportunity to have a long-range good business 
setup at this place. We have approved this thing and it cost over $20 
million to start with. And I move that the whole figure of 800—what- 
ever it is—— 

Mr. $892,000. 

Mr. Rivers. $892,000 be included. 

Mr. Miuuer. I second the motion. 

Mr. Rivers. Without objection. 

The Crarrman. See how I am high-powered. General, I don’t 
believe that the true Republicans can object. 

Mr. Wickersuam. He is Marine Corps too. [Laughter.] 

The Crarrman. The Chair hears no objection. And just to show 
how big-hearted and broad-minded and generous the chairman can be, 
particularly to his dear friend, we will—— 
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Mr. Vrxson. I want to say for the record, this is not in my district, 
put I did give this matter some study and I think we are warranted 
by the facts to do it. 

The Cuamrman. Change it from $452,000 to— 

Mr. Vinson. $892,000. 

The Cuarman. All right. Strike out the $452,000 and insert 
$892,000. Allright. Without objection. 

General Hitt. The next item, sir, is Marine Base, Camp Lejeune, 
N. C., training facilities, maintenance facilities and personnel facili- 
ties, $749,000. Page 12, line 1, in the bill and C5-2 in the justification 
book. 

This is combat-training facilities for $220,000, which consists of 2 
magazines, 1 communication cable for 4 ranges and 2 range houses. 

Temporary bachelor officers’ quarters, $454,000; spaces for 156 
bachelor officers, extension of utilities and services and collateral equip- 
ment; conversion of a warehouse space to shop space, $95,000. Total, 
749,000, sir. 

The Cuairman. Without objection 

Mr. Deveroux. Mr. Chairman, may I ask a question there ? 

The Cuarrman. Yes. 

Mr. Deveroux. Why do you have temporary BOQ’s? In most of 
the other installations we have permanent facilities. 

General Hitz. This is in a place called Camp Geiger. It is a tem- 
porary installation, that portion of it. The permanent portion is over 
across New River, sir. 

The CHarrMan. Without objection, Lejeune is approved. 

The next is Parris Island, General. The Marine Corps Recruit 
Depot. 

General Hitt. Marine Corps Recruit Depot, Parris Island, S. C. 
Utilities and cold storage facilities, $737,000. Page 12, line 4 in the 
bill, and page C5-3 in the justification book. 

Mr. Rivers. Mr. Chairman. 

The Cuarrman, Yes. 

Mr. Rivers. I ask that the general be permitted to give the committee 
information on urgently needed classroom building at Parris Island. 
The Navy Department submitted three projects to the Department 
of Defense which the Navy approved, their budget approved, and the 
Navy approved. It was taken out by the Department of Defense, 
one of which was this classroom for recruits in the matter of $288,000. 

For the information of the committee, I went there and talked to 
General Silverthorn. They had over 17,000 boots at Parris Island 
and they had no place for these recruits. They were congested and 
they were sitting on top of each other, literally. He said one of the 
main items that he needed was that $288,000 for a classroom, 

I ask permission that the general be permitted to give us the in- 
formation he has on that project. That is one of the most urgently 
needed things for that entire Marine base. 

It is the Marine recruit camp, as everybody knows, for the East. 
It is a very large installation. It has an awfully large complement of 
boots at this very time. 

The CrHamman. Well, we have been pretty generous, I think, to 
South Carolina. 
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Mr. Rivers. I know that, sir, but this is something that is not a 
question of generosity but a question of need, sir. 

The Cuairman. I know, but it is not in the book. I am not going 
to act on it until—— 
Mr. Rivers. Would you object to his giving us the information. 

, The Cuamman. No, he can give us the information, if he has it 
there. 

General Him. At the request of the committee, sir, we had one 
project for eight 40-by-100 temporary-type buildings, at $25,000 each; 
roads, walks and utilities, $40,000 ; collateral equipment, $48,000. The 
total estimate for this project was $288,000. That is not in the 
President’s bill, sir. 

The Cuarrman. The Marine Corps did request it ? 

General Yes, sir. 

The Cuatrman. And the Secretary of Defense eliminated it? 

General Yes, sir. 

The Cuatmrman. But you need these—how many class buildings? 

General Hii. Eight buildings, sir. We need them presently. We 
are holding our classes in squad bays or barracks, outdoor bleacher 
classrooms, quonset huts, and a number of very old wooden-frame 
buildings of the old hospital area. Valuable troop billeting, which 
is badly needed, could be released by the provision of these facilities. 

Mr. Vinson. Mr. Chairman, from the general’s statement, notwith- 
standing the fact that the Department did not approve it, it looks 
like to me it is a highly important part of their training. Because 
you have to have facilities for training them. We should have some 
buildings in which they should be trained. This is the boot training 
for the whole eastern part of the United States. If we want to start 
a man off in the Marine Corps, start him off with proper training. 
And you have to have facilities for him. So I don’t see any objection 
to the committee exercising its own discretion, notwithstanding the 
fact that the Department did not approve it. 

We know the Marine Corps is the most economical branch of the 
Government, as far as expenditure and getting more for its money. 
It has an excellent record. 

So I think we would be clearly warranted from the facts to increase 
it to $288,000. We can defend it on the floor of the House if anybody 
wants to raise the issue. You have some ground for defending it on. 
Of course, the whole bill was reached on this idea: They told the Navy 
Department they could only spend but two-hundred-and-some-odd 
million dollars. They told the Army they could only spend some $200 
million. The budget was not based on the needs, but based on the 
— of money that they are going to make available for public 
works. 

Mr. Wickersuam. Mr. Chairman, I agree with the gentleman from 
Georgia and the one from South Carolina. We are spending a lot 
of money for similar facilities overseas and the Marines are certainly 
doing a good job. 

The Cuarrman. Well, I know, with only one of ‘the majority here 
with me, it is easy to run over. 

Mr. Vinson. He is a Marine, too. 
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The CHatrman. I know he is. I certainly believe in them. But 
the gentleman from Georgia has been chairman of this committee long 
enough 

Mr. Vinson. All right. Let’s wait until tomorrow. 

The CHatrman. Long enough to know it caused the chairman 
serious embarrassment from the Secret tary of Defense, with whom I 
have to live and deal. So let’s just not run roughshod over it. 

Mr. Vinson. All right. Let’s wait until later on. 

The Cuamman. I think we better stop now anyway. It is 12 
o'clock. 

Mr. Vinson. Let’s finish those two items on the Marines. There 
is nobody going to ask 

The CHarrMan. Without objection, we will strike out “737,000” 
in line 5, on page 12, and insert—plus $288,000 would make it what? 

Mr. Ketrener. $1,025,000, sir. 

The CHAIRMAN. All right. $1,025,000. I won't let your admira- 
tion and concern about the Marines excell mine. I ‘refuse to be 
outdone, 

Mr. Vinson. And I want to say 

The Cuairman. But I don’t want us to establish here a bad prac- 
tice and make it a habit of coming in here and tacking on. 

Mr. Vinson. That is right. 

The Cuarrman. You know it is poor procedure. 

Mr. Vinson. That is right. 

The Cruamman. I have ¢ gone along on these two items. 

Mr. Vinson. Very good. 

The Cuairman. Let’s finish the next two before the bell rings. 

The Marine Corps Schools at Quantico. 

General, you are doing better than you anticipated. 

Mr. Vinson. I don’t know whether he is or not. 

Mr. Kirpay. I don’t know whether he is. 

Mr. Vinson. He might have been 

The Cuarmman. He knows he can work nearly anything out of 
this committee, when it comes to the items. 

General Hix. The next item, sir, is Marine Corps Schools, Quantico, 
Va., personnel facilities and community facilities, $585,000. This 
covers a chapel. The building is $223,000, the utilities is $69,000, the 
site preparation, roads, walks, and parking area is $58,000, total, 
$350,000. 

The next item is bachelor 

The CuatrMan. You are sure you don’t need two or three chapels? 
| Laughter. | 

The Cuarrman. You don’t need 2 or 3. 

General Hitz. No, sir. 

The Cuarrman. You think one will be adequate ? 

General Hitz. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Vinson. Let’s approve it. 

Mr. Rivers. Without objection. 

The Cuarrman. All right, without objection, Quantico is approved. 
I want to settle now. 

Marine Corps Depot at San Diego. 

General Hitt. Marine Corps Recruit Depot, San Diego, Calif., 
training facilities, $82,000. 
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The CuarrMan. Without objection, it is approved, [Laughter.] 
And we stand in recess—— 

Mr. Harpy. Mr. Chairman. 

The CuarrMan. Yes. 

Mr. Harpy. Could I just ask the general one question. I see noth- 
ing in here for the Marine Corps Forwarding Station in Nansemond 
County and I just wonder now, since we put all this additional money 
in Albany, whether it means you are going to transfer everything out 
of there to Albany. 

General No, sir. 

Mr. Rivers. Just 95 percent of them. 

General Hitz. That will continue to operate, sir. 

The Cuarrman. Admiral and General, I appreciate—and Captain, 
too, who was very helpful—your presence. If we don’t get a laugh 
once ina while here, we will go crazy. 

We have to mix a little levity. 

Admiral Menpenna.. 10 o’clock tomorrow morning ? 

The CuatrMan. 10 o'clock tomorrow morning, and it is my hope 
we can finish, and I think we can. We will plough right through it 
as we did this morning. 

(Whereupon, at 12:06 p. m., Wednesday, May 12, 1954, the com- 
mittee adjourned to Thursday, May 13, 1954, at 10 a. m.) 


House or REPRESENTATIVES, 
CoMMITTEE ON ARMED SERVICES, 
Washington, D. C., Thursday, May 13, 1954. 


EXECUTIVE SESSION 


The committee met at 10 a. m., the Hon. Dewey Short, chairman 
of the committee, presiding. 

The CuatrMan. The committee will please be in order. 

It is the hope of the Chair that we can finish the Navy portion of 
this bill today and recess until next Tuesday morning at 10 o’clock 
for further consideration of the whole bill, Army, Navy, and Air 
Force sections, with the general provisions, with certain items, Camp 
Carson, Gleason Works, and then to consider and hear representatives 
of the Department of Defense on the proposed amendment for $350 
million for family housing and construction of barracks. 

. We want them to justify it. We are going to have to decide whether 
or not we want to have that as an amendment to this bill or whether 
we will bring in separate legislation. 

And also cuutlier the amendment for the Arnold Engineering 
Development Center, at Tullahoma, Tenn., a very vital item. I am 
inclined, after talking to the Speaker and the majority leader and 
our whip, Mr. Vinson, Mr. Kilday and others, and discussing the 
matter with Mr. Smart yesterday and this morning, that we perhaps 
should wrap it all up in one bill. ‘ 

Mr. Vinson. That is all right. 

The Cuarrman. When we go to the floor. 

Mr. Vinson. Yes. 

The CuarMan. This is off the record. 

(Discussion off the record.) 
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Mr. Vinson. Let’s put it in as a separate title. 

(Discussion off the record.) 

The CuarrMAN. Now we will get back on the record. 

I think yesterday we stopped at ordnance facilities, the middle of 
page 12, line 10. 

(Statement of Rear Adm. M. F. Schoeffel, Chief, Bureau of Ord- 
nance, with regard to fiscal year 1955, class VI public works project, 
March 1, 1954.) 


Gentlemen; the objective of the Bureau of Ordnance public works program 
is to provide the facilities necessary to support the Bureau's mission. The 
facilities in this program are required to prosecute successfully an integrated 
program of research, design, development, manufacture, storage, distribution 
and issue of ordnance and ammunition to the fleet and for certain requirements 
of the Army and Air Force. 

To achieve this objective, new authorization totaling $7,540,000 is requested : 
$7,140,000 for facilities in this country and $400,000 for facilities overseas. This 
program is divided into four broad functional types. The number of projects 
in each type, the dollar value of each type and the percentage comparison of this 
cost to the total are as follows: 


Number of 
projects 


Percent of 


Cost total cost 


Type of project 


Ammunition storage $3, 125, 000 
Anmunition production and recon itioning 1, 131, 000 
Research and development 1, 756, 000 


The facilities under each category are as follows: 


A. Ammunition storage: 

Location class'fied 

Ammunition storage facilities $2, 345, 000 
Naval Net Depot, Melville, R. I. 

Magazines 380, 000 
Ammunition storage (overseas) 

Location classified 

Ammunition storage 400, 000 


Subtotal 125, 000 


B. Ammunition production and reconditioning : 
Naval proving ground, Dahlgren, Va. 
Land acquisition 200, 000 
Naval ammunition depot, Fallbrook, Calif. 
Naval ammunition depot, Hawthorne, Nev. 
Extension to projectile overhauling building 308, 000 
Naval powder factory, Indian Head, Md. 


Subtotal 1, 131, 000 


C. Research and development: 
Naval proving ground, Dahlgren, Va. 
Bombproof and conditioning room for rocket battery land range_ 212, 000 
Naval ordnance plant, Indianapolis, Ind. 
Fire control development and evaluation laboratory__--__- belied 1, 183, 000 
Naval ordnance laboratory, White Oak, Md. 
Moored mine and antisubmarine weapons tank 361, 000 


Subtotal , 1, 756, 000 
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D. Explosive safety: 
Naval ammunition depot, Charleston, S. C. 
Barricaded siding (30 cars) 

Naval ammunition depot, Earle, N. J. 
Acquisition of land 
Naval magazine, Port Chicago, Calif. 
Transfer depot_ 
Land acquisition_ 
Naval mine depot, Yorktown, Va. 
Barricaded sidings (5) 


Subtotal 


Grand total 


The Cuarrman. Captain, I think the first item is naval ammunition 
depot at Charleston, S. C., more money again, $671,000. What page 
in the book ¢ 

Captain Lams. That is page C6-1, Mr. Chairman. 

The Cuarrman. Fine. C6-1.. All right, tell us about that. 

Captain Lamps. The United States naval ammunition depot at 
Charleston, 8S. C. is 23 miles north of Charleston. It is a permanent 
naval ammunition depot. We are requesting authorization for 
$671,000 for the purpose of building barricades about a railroad siding 
where we have our railroad cars loaded with explosives. 

The Cuairman. Any questions ? 

Mr. Rivers. 

Mr. Rivers. Not a question, sir. 

The Cuairman. I suppose this is justified ? 

Mr. Rivers. Yes, sir. It is abundantly needed for the security of 
the country. 

Mr. Bares. Has he personally inspected this, Mr. Chairman? 

Mr. Rivers. Yes, sir. 

The Caran. All right, without objection, Charleston is 

he next is Dahlgren, Va. 

Captain Lame, That is on line 13, page 12 of the bill, and page 
C6-2 of the justification book. 

Naval proving ground, Dahlgren, Va., is a permanent naval in- 
stallation. We are requesting authorization in the amount of $412,000, 
$200,000 for acquisition of land on Pumpkin Neck, $212,000 for bomb- 
proof and conditioning rooms for our rocket land range. 

The Cnarrman. The Chair was approached by two of our col- 
leagues, the Representative from Omaha, Nebraska, Mr. Hruska, and 
also Judge Smith, of Virginia, about a gentleman who lived in this 
area in Virginia and now lives in Omaha and is quite concerned about 
the particular piece of land which he is willing for the Government 
to use free of charge, I think. 

In order to get a clear picture, I would like Mr. Kelleher to read 
the letter. They are both brief. 

Mr. Ketiener. The letter from Congressman Smith is dated April 
14, 1954, and is addressed to the chairman. . 


Dear Mr. CHAIRMAN—— 


The Cuamman. I want you gentlemen to get this and see what we 
can do about it. 
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Mr. (reading) : 


Your committee presently has before it for consideration a defense public 
works bill, which includes an item of $412,000 for the acquisition of several 
hundred acres of additional land at the naval proving ground at Dahlgren, Va., 
in my congressional district, and improvement thereof. 

The Government has already acquired a large area of land in this vicinity, 
and the people of the area object to having further of their taxpaying property 
taken out of private ownership. 

The Army and the Navy, as you know, are taking large areas of ground in 
Virginia. In many instances, they are taking much more than is being put to 
any use. I hope your committee will not include this item in the bill. 

It was striken out in the Senate when it was included in the last public works 
bill, and will doubtless suffer the same fate in the Senate if I am not able to 
have it stricken out in the House. 

Sincerely yours, 
Howarp W. SMITH. 


The Cuarmman. Referring to another Harry. 
Mr. Keiiener. The other ietter is from Congressman Hruska of 
Nebraska. It is dated May 4 and is addressed to the chairman. 


| Reading : | 


The subject item reads “Naval proving ground, title Il, Dahlgren, Va.: Testing 
facilities and land acquisition, $412,000.” 

This is to supplement my earlier letter containing protest against this 
expansion which would include 313 acres belonging to Mr. A. J. Covert of Omaha, 
Nebr. The Covert family has owned this land for over 50 years, and long 
before Dahlgren proving ground was started. About 10 years ago, the Navy 
proving ground condemned some 1,641 acres, including about 41.5 acres owned 
by Mr. Covert. The subject line item in the budget would, very likely, include 
the balance of the farm. 

Nature of property: This is a farm property. It has about a mile of water- 
front. It has been developed very carefully and at some considerable expense 
to Mr. Covert, who uses it not only as a producing farm, but also as a summer 
home. While he lives in Omaha, one of his sons lives in Fredericksburg. Mr. 
and Mrs. Covert, Sr., spend a great deal of time out there. The extent and 
nature of improvements are indicated by the colored photographs which are 
attached to this letter. Personal inspection of this property will show that it 
has almost country club atmosphere, an aspect which | am sure is not to be 
overlooked. It is doubtful that these buildings would be destroyed and removed 
if the acquisition were completed. 

Previous expansions: About 10 years ago, 1,641 acres had been acquired by 
the Navy. Further attempt was made about 2 or 3 years ago to make further 
acquisition. This failed of approval. We are without benefit of official informa- 
tion on the subject as to the intended use for the additional land now desired. 
However, the Public Information Office of the Navy at Dahlgren is the source 
of a Fredericksburg newspaper item to the effect that the project “includes 
a proposed $212,000 rocket battery land range” and $200,000 “for the purchase of 
840 acres of land.” 

While previous justifications apparently include additional use of present 
equipment for testing shells, we now have an entirely new installation going in, 
according to the guesses of those who have followed the history of the subject. 
With the proximity of the important highway 301, as well as the general 
proposition of further expansion within this metropolitan area, it would appear 
that only upon very strict proof and justification should any consideration be 
given to the line item in question. 

One of my informants told me that 2 years ago the Department originally 
submitted real estate acquisition project No. 49, first involving 1,500 acres, then 
reduced to 1,100 acres. The present request is for 840 acres. Some of the 
neighbors who are likewise concerned about constant encroachment of the 
proving ground suggest that close scrutiny be given and accounting be made as 
to the use of the 1,641 acres which were acquired some time ago. The opinion 
exists that use made is not sufficient to warrant that entire condemnation, let 
alone extending it further even now. 
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This is a beutiful property. It cannot be duplicated any place up and down 
the Chesapeake Bay, insofar as Covert is concerned. It was developed through 
the decades at considerable expense and with an eye to keeping it in the family 
for more generations than it has already served. Only upon the most extreme 
and urgent necessity should property like this be taken by an ever-expanding 
Government purpose. Certainly, there are other places where new rocket ranges 
can be installed and used for testing, where the same violence will not be done 
to similar properties. 

Your committee is earnestly urged to reject the subject item. 

Yours very truly, 
Roman L. Hruska, 
Member of Congress. 

Mr. Kunwar. Is that Mr. Hruska ? 

Mr. Keuiener. Yes, sir. 

Captain Lams. Mr. Chairman, I have a brief statement—— 

The Cuairman. Of course, this committee is not—we can appreciate 
sentimentality and sentiment as well as pride, even Virginia pride, 
which is probably the proudest pride on earth. But certainly we can’t, 
if this is really in the interest of national defense, reject it quickly 
without giving it serious consideration. But because of these two 
protests, which have some reasonable argument, I would like for the 
captain or the admiral to comment on it. 

I think it boils down to this: Whether or not you can carry out the 
mission there without endangering the lives or property. 

Mr. Hess. 6,000 acres now. 

The Cuarrman. Of the people in the area. 

It is their contention, I think, that you could perform the mission 
and carry out the function without taking over their property, or 
without endangering human life. 

Mr. Devereux. Mr. Chairman, may I add something on that? 

The Cuatrman. Yes. 

Mr. Devereux. And our people are quite concerned about the ever- 
increasing utilization of our Potomac River. So I think there should 
be some very definite justification for this project, whether or not there 
isn’t some other place nearby. 

What did you have down in the bay there, where you had a torpedo 
development and what not? 

Captain Lame. At Solomons Islands we have had mine development. 

Mr. Devereux. Mine development? 

Captain Lamp. Yes, sir. 

The Cuarrman., Give us your point of view. 

Captain Lamp. I have a brief statement that will state the navy’s 
position on this project and a chart here that will also explain it. 

The Cuarrman. Yes, let’s see the chart. 

Captain Lamp. Yes, sir. 

Will you explain the situation, Captain Laird, of the Bureau of 
Ordnance. 

Captain Laren. This area is the naval proving ground, Dahlgren. 
This is called our main station. This is the Pumpkin Neck area. 
We own at present down to this line [indicating]. The acquisition 
that we have in mind takes down to this line. 

The Cuarrman. How many acres? 

Captain 840 acres. 

The Cuarrman. 840. 

Captain Larrp. It is to provide—— 
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The Cuatrman. And how much is it going to cost us? 

Captain Larrp. $200,000, sir. 

Mr. Harpy. You are going to buy 800 acres for $200,000? 

Captain Lamp. That is the estimate; yes, sir. 

Mr. Kitpay. $140,000. 

The Cuarrman. Go ahead, Captain. 

Captain Lairp. In 1952 we submitted and had a project approved 
for 2 3,000-foot rocket launcher for testing the new type rockets, 2.75 
und 5-inch rockets. That was approved and the money was appropri- 
uted or apportioned by the Bureau of the Budget and the contract 
was let at the end of June 1952, and this launcher is located on this 
red line and is now approximately 95 percent complete. 

In order to provide safety distances so as not to damage or destroy 
property and life, we need property at least down to our safety 
zones indicated by these red lines. That is to take care of what we 
call both closed butt operations, wherein we fire the rocket to a steel 
plate target, and also open butt, wherein we may not fire to hit a tar- 
get at all, but merely to test the flight characteristics of the rocket, 
which in that case would carry the rocket into the Potomac River. 

In order to obtain those safety distances with the launcher in its 
present position, we must have that land. Otherwise, the utility 
and usefulness of the rocket launcher is restricted to a safety distance 
of less than 2,000 feet. 

For our present testing requirements, our one type of rocket with 
the least lethal head, let us say, requires 2,750 feet. With the more 
lethal head it will require 5,000-foot diameter, which brings us down 
to here [indicating]. 


Mr. Hess. You knew that, Captain, when you built that or when 
you constructed this rocket launcher. You didn’t have the land 
then. 

Captain Lairp. Yes, sir. At the same time that we requested and 
had approved the rocket launcher project, we submitted a project for 
the eaten of land. 


Mr. Hess. Which was turned down. 

Captain Larep. It had this history, sir. It was approved and 
money was apportioned by the Bureau of the Budget and in accordance 
with Public Law 155, it was necessary, of course, to bring it to the 
committees of Congress for approval. 

We received informal information from the House Armed Services 
Committee that there was no objection interposed to this acquisition 
and we received unwritten informal information 

The CHarmman. That was in 1952? 

Captain Larrp. 1952, sir. 

The Cuatrman. Yes. When did the Senate reject your request ? 

Captain Larrp. Informally, and not in writing, in 1952. In May 
or June of 1952 we received word that they desired to be in the public 
works program. 

There is no indication at that time of any objection by either com- 
mittee, merely a desire to put it in the public works bill; which we did 
the following year, for the 1954 public works program. 

The project was deleted by the Secretary of Defense. We saw no 
urgency at that time to reclaim the deletion because we knew that 
this launcher would not be completed until some time early in fiscal 
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year 1955, and that we, therefore, had another year in which to get 
authorization to buy the land. So we were therefore up to this point 
of requesting the land at this time. 

Mr. Vinson. How much, Mr. Chairman, has the rocket installation 
cost? How much money have we in that specific activity? 

Captain Lairp. We have approximately $500,000 out of a total 
estimated cost. of $700,000. 

Mr. Vinson. We spent $500,000 down there? 

Captain Lairp. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Vinson. And now it will cost $212,000 to buy the land? 

Mr. Hess. $200,000. 

Captain Latrp, $200,000. 

Mr. Vinson. Two hundred. Well, what is the other in the bill for? 

Captain Larrp. The other is for another project up on the main 
station. 

Mr. Vinson. All right. 

Captain Latrp. Which has no relation to the land acquisition. 

Mr. Vrnson. All right. If you salvage that, how much could 
you save 

Captain Larrp. If we salvage ? 

Mr. Vinson. Yes, of your rocket installation. 

Captain Lar. I don’t believe I understand your question. 

The Cuamman. If we dispose of what we have today, how much 
could we salvage ¢ 

Captain Larrp. Practically nothing, sir. It is a tremendous con- 
crete foundation with concrete pillars. 

The CuHamman. Good for nothing else? 

Captain Lair. Good for nothing else. 

Mr. Cunnincuam. If we disposed of the land, there would be 
some salvage there, would there not ? 

Mr. Vinson. He needs that. How many acres of land adjacent 
to the rocket installation ? 

Captain Latrp. We have approximately 1,600 acres, sir. 

Mr. Vinson. Is that all connected with the rocket installation 

Captain Latrp. No, sir. We have another installation up here 
called a fragmentation range, which 

Mr. Vinson. If the rocket installation was not there, you would 
still need the 1,600 acres, would you ? 

Captain Latrp. Yes, sir, we would still need what we have now. 

Mr. Vinson. And this acreage sought in this bill is for a combina- 
tion of the rocket installation ? 

Captain Lamp. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Rivers. May I ask him a question, Mr. Chairman? 

The CuHarrmman. Yes, Mr. Rivers. 

Mr. Rivers. Despite—did you say the Secretary of Defense penciled 
this project ? 

Captain Lamp. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Rivers. And despite that, you went on with the construction ? 

Captain Larrp. He passed 

Mr. Rivers. Oh, I thought you said—— 

Captain Latrp. He passed the rocket project in 1952. 

The Cuatrman. He approved it. 
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Captain Larrp. He approved it. 

The Cuatrman. He approved it. 

Mr. Rivers. When you were going ahead with the construction, 

ou knew there was a question about your getting this remaining 
‘ena and there would be some future uncertainty about the full utili- 
zation of this investment? You knew all that to start with. 

Captain Lamp. We didn’t feel there was any uncertainty, sir. In 
May and June of 1952, the informal information from both committees 
did not indicate any opposition. 

Mr. Rivers. If you don’t get this land 

Mr. Hess. There was opposition in the Senate. 

The CHarmman. Wait just a minute, Mr. Rivers. Let’s be orderly. 
We will get to you all. 

Go ahead, Mr. Rivers, and then Mr. Hardy. 

Mr. Rivers. I just want to ask this. If you don’t get this piece 
of property which you request this morning, what good will be your 
rocket range 

Captain Larrp. It will be very restricted in its use, sir. 

Mr. Rivers. Can you use it at all? 

Captain Larrp. We could use it in a very restricted sense. We 
probably would not be able to test our shape charge heads. And we 
would probably have to build a tremendously high system of butts 
in front of it in order to keep stray shots from getting to Mr. Covert’s 
house, which is located right here. 

Mr. Rivers. If you don’t get the money, will you abandon the 
project ? 

Captain Larrp. I think we will try to use it to the best of our abil- 
ity with what safety we have, which will not be much, sir. 

The Cuarrman. Mr. Hardy. 

Mr. Harpy. Captain, how far is the present Navy property from 
the confines of Camp A. P. Hill? 

Captain Larrp. I am afraid I can’t answer that, sir, A. P. Hill? 

Mr. Harpy. Yes. You know where that is, don’t you? The 
Army’s installation. 

Admiral Menpennatn. It is on the order of 15 miles. 

Mr. Harpy. How far? 

Admiral Menpennaty. Approximately 15 or 20 miles. This sta- 
tion is just below the Potomac Bridge, sir. 

Mr. Harpy. That is what I know. 

Admiral MENDENHALL. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Harpy. And I believe that is in Caroline County, Va., isn’t it? 

Admiral Menvennatw. I am sorry, I don’t know, sir. 

Mr. Harpy. Well, it is. 

_ And Camp A. P. Hill, which occupies most all of that county, is 
Just a matter of a few miles from the boundaries of this particular 


ow, Mr. Chairman, I brought that up just for this reason. That 
is a part of this total picture. The Army went down there during 
World War II and took over most of that county. Now this is one 
of the few worthwhile properties that are still left in the county. 
And it is located just a few miles from a maneuver area of the Army, 
which gets very little use. . 
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Now, all of which just raises in my mind a question as to whether 
there are ranges down there in A. P. Hill that might not have been 
perfectly utilizable and perfectly satisfactory for this sort of an opera- 
tion. That is, I think, Mr. Chairman, a part of this whole problem, 
that there is so much of the land down in that geenral area that is now 
completely utilized or controlled by the military that has gotten little 
use, 

Mr. Bray. Mr. Chairman. 

The Cuatrman. Mr. Bray. 

Mr. Bray. At Crane Ammunition Depot in southern Indiana, the 
Navy took over and still owns a half of one county. At that place 
you could fire a rocket more than 19 miles, over Government territory, 
without any possibility of hitting anything. I don’t know whether 
they want it there or anything like that, but at least this committee 
and Congress is charged with seeing at least some degree of economy 
in the matter of expenditures, 

The Cuarrman. The Chair doesn’t want to be critical, but it is 
strong feeling—and I think of many of the members of this committee 
and of the Congress—that each department of our armed services 
should perhaps be a little more careful and cautious in advance in 
constructing these installations and to keep in mind how serious it is 
to disrupt a community or to take over a man’s farm or home, before 
we spend so much money. 

Mr. Vinson. Mr. Chairman. 

The Cuatrman. Mr. Kilday—— 

Mr. Vinson. May I say 

The CHarrmMan. Go ahead. 

Mr. Vinson. The Captain has indicated that he could use this rocket 
facility as it exists today in a limited manner and he could use it in 
somewhat an increased manner if he had a high steel buttress into 
which he would shoot some of his rockets. 

Now, it won't be a complete loss if we merely restrict it to that use. 
It is already down there. It cost $500,000. They are going to get 
good information out of it. 

Of course, later on he can look around in that great territory of 
Camp Hill and he might find some land where he can expand and come 
back here. 

I think we would be clearly warranted in just saying “Use it in 
your limited capacity today. Build your protective buttress there 
and not acquire any more land for the time being down there.” 

The Cuarran. If I recall my conversation with Mr. Hruska, he 
said that this gentleman—Mr. Covert, is it? 

Mr. Keuirner. Yes, sir. 

Captain Larrp. Yes, sir. 

The Cuaimman. Would be willing for them to go ahead and carry 
out their target practice and all, except for the very short time in 
the summer that he is down there. I wonder whether or not they 
have these exercises the year around. 

Captain Laimp. Yes, sir. The restricted use to which we would 
have to limit the rocket launcher would not enable us to carry out 
our production testing schedule on our rockets as they are now lined 
up for procurement. 
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The Bureau of Ordnance is the single service procurement agency 
for these types of rockets and we have a present. requirement of testing 
1,800 per month, of not only the less lethal type head, but the shape 
charge which is more lethal. 

We could not come anywhere near meeting that production test re- 
quirement if we don't have the danger areas indicated. 

The Cuairman. The safety factor is the big factor, isn’t it? 

Captain Lar. It is the big factor. We intend no development on 
this island. If Mr. Covert were agreeable to let us shoot even on his 
land, I don’t think we would be able to do so for the possibility of 
burning his house up. 

The CHarrman. Yes. Mr. Kilday. 

Mr. Kitpay. How many owners are there involved in the 840 acres 
with 24 sets of improvements ¢ 

Captain Laip. They are all over, sir. Mr. Covert owns this par- 
cel here, titled No. 1. Mr. Leech owns No. 2, which amounts to a 
small 6 acres, unimproved, of a tract that he actually owns here. No. 
3 has two owners, both by the name of Garnett. 

Mr. Kivpay. And how many acres does Mr. Covert have in his 
parcel ¢ 

Captain Lamp. Mr. Covert has approximately 340, I believe, in 
that neighborhood. 

Mr. Kinpay. There are 24 houses, barns and sheds, it appears here. 
Where are they located ¢ 

Captain Larrp. Mr. Covert has approximately 13 dwellings or build- 
ings, one of which is his summer cottage or summer house on the 
shore here. He has a boathouse, a garage, a guesthouse, in this 
area. 

Down in this area he has his farm buildings and I understand 
his farm is actually being worked by his son, Kenneth Covert. 

The remaining buildings are over on parcel 3 and some of them 
belong to Algernon Garnett and the others beiong to Stuart Garnett. 

Mr. Kirpay. They have something over 400 acres; isn’t that 
correct 

Captain Lairp. They have 490. 

Mr. Trencken. Approximately. 

Captain Lairp. 490 together. 

Mr. Kinpay. Almost 500. What is their attitude toward coming 
in? 

Captain Larrp. The information we have indicates that they have 
no objection and that they have already purchased land elsewhere 
to continue their farming operations. 

The CHarrman. Now, you see it is a serious thing, of course, to 
take over a man’s farm or his home. But we have done it from time 
immemorial, where there is a real necessity and need. And we can’t 
allow even 2 or 3 individuals, even though they are the best. citizens 
in Virginia or any other State, to interfere with the vital functions 
of the United States Navy, which contributes to our national defense. 

You can always get redress at law. You can’t seize a man’s prop- 
erty without due process of law and full and fair and just compen- 
sation. 

I think our committee is partly responsible for this predicament. 
I don’t want to put all the blame on the Navy because we did give 


4616 


informal approval. We registered no objection at the time. We 
perhaps were just a little derelict ourselves. 

These protests are coming in here rather late. 

I had never received these protests before. But we have gone ahead. 
We have spent $500,000 down there. They say that this is neces- 
sary. It is up to the committee to decide what you want to do. 

Mr. Hess. Mr. Chairman, it seems strange that the Navy would 
go ahead and spend $500,000 before they actually acquired the land 
that was necessary. 

a there any chance at all, Captain, of acquiring the land to the 
left? 

Captain Larrp. Here, sir? 

Mr. Hess. Yes. 

Captain Larrp. No, sir. The way the rocket launcher is built, there 
is what we call a bombproof and conditioning building at this end of 
it, which is a tremendous structure designed to withstand premature 
explosions on the breech end of the launcher, and also for the control 
of the fire of the launcher and for humidity and refrigeration control 
of the propellant powder that we use in the launchers—in other words, 
to get various atmospheric conditions under which we fire. 

There is also quite a built-up section in this area, as indicated by 
these farmhouses. It is quite cultivated over in that area also. 

The CHarrMan, Yes. 

Mr. Brooks. Captain—Mr. Chairman, may I ask a question ? 

The CHatrman. Mr. Brooks. 

Mr. Brooks. Captain, is there any reason why you have to launch 
those things over the water / 

Captain Lamp. Yes, sir. In order to test their flight, what we call 
their flight characteristics, it is necessary. We fire them into an armor 
plate in order to test the war-head on them, but we also have a re- 
quirement to test the flight of the rockets to see that it performs prop- 
erly, the propellant. 

Mr. Brooks. What I was thinking: Down in Louisiana they are 
protesting the abandonment of Camp Polk down there. They have 
about 200,000 acres. You wouldn’t need any steel buttress there to 
protect you against flying fragments. 

Captain Latrp. Well, we need the steel butt to carry out part of our 
tests—in other words, to find out the explosive affect of the war-head, 
which we can only get by hitting a target. 

Mr. Brooks. You couldn’t use a camp completed and shipshape, with 
200,000 acres attached ? 

Captain Larrp. We would then move it a considerable distance from 
the Navy’s primary munitions testing station, which is the Dahlgren 
Proving Ground. All the know-how practically in the Navy for test- 
ing all types of propellants, ammunition, projectiles, and so forth, is 
located in this station. 

Mr. Brooks. I want to make this observation. I agree with my 
colleague, Mr. Hardy. I was down there the other day and there is 
a protest against putting so much stuff there and crowding it in. That 
is all I have to say. 

The Cuatrman. Mr. Hardy. 

Mr. Harpy. Mr. Chairman, I noted particularly the Chair’s com- 
ment a while ago about not permitting any protest to stand in the way 
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of any development, whether or not it is in Virginia. I think we in 
Virginia generally have been pretty cooperative in this kind of a prop- 
osition and I am in complete accord that the committee ought not to 
permit any single individual, because of personal interests or back- 
ground of pride or anything of that kind stand in the way of proper 
development. And from that standpoint I am perfectly willing to go 
along with this proposition, but the more I see if the manner in which 
our three services spread out and almost join up with property owned 
by a sister service, the more disturbed I get. 

The Cuarrman. The Chair agree swith the gentleman on that. 

Mr. Harpy. It seems to me there ought to be better utilization of the 
property that is already owned by the military services. And good- 
ness knows, A. P. Hill is getting mighty little use and goodness knows, 
there is enough area down there for the Navy to utilize a little hunk 
of it. 

Now, of course, the Army would fuss. They don’t want the Navy 
onthere. But it is close enough to this thing here that you could have 
put it down here without interfering at all from the standpoint of 
distance. 

The Cuairman. Mr. Bates. 

Mr. Bares. Mr. Chairman, this is an experience that we have had 
several times. 

The Cuairman. That is right. 

Mr. Bares. We are once again over that well known barrel. One 
of these days we have to recognize the fact that even though we have 
invested money in some of these properties, in order to assert our own 
position here we have to take a loss one of these days. 

Mr. Hess. That is right. And here isthe time to do it. 

Mr. Bares. Now the question I would like to ask: Captain, what 
are you going to do with the structures that is currently on Mr. Covert’s 
property? Are you going to demolish those buildings? 

Captain Larrp. Not necessarily. 

The CuarrMan. Or are you going to use it as a country club? 

Captain Larrp. No, sir. 

Mr. Bares. What is going to be done with the buildings ? 

Captain Lairp. They are going to be left standing. 

Mr. Bares. Are they going to occupied ¢ 

Captain Larrp. No, sir. None of this area is intended for develop- 
ment of buildings or other facilities at the moment. It is purely to 
obtain safety distances so that we do not damage property owned by 
others or endanger life. 

Mr. Harp. The point, Mr. Chairman, if the gentleman from Mas- 
sachusetts will yield—just a couple of years our colleague from Ten- 
nessee, Mr. Sutton, contended that the only practical use being made 
of the buildings down at A. P. Hill was for country club purposes. 
Certainly if that is the case, the Navy ought to be able to utilize a 
little bit of the land. 

The CHarmman. Yes. 

Mr. Devereux. 

Mr. Devereux. How many times a year would people in that 
property be endangered ? 

Captain Larrp. Practically every day, every month, sir, once we 
get it going on a schedule of 1,800 shots per month, sir. 
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Mr. Devereux. Well, are all those shots going to be the long-range 
shots that would endanger people? 

Captain Lamp. No, sir. The majority will probably be into the 
butts. But we have only empirical information and formulas on 
which to find our safety distances. We know from one or two shots 
that we have already made that the flying missiles from a shaped 
charge head go at least 3,200 feet. : 

Mr. Devereux. Now, how long will these experiments continue? 
For a period of a year, 2 years, or what? 

Captain Larrp. Probably move in the neighborhood of 2 to 4 years. 
We have two orders from the Air Force for these rockets, one of which 
is for $1,400,000, and a second order out of 1955 appropriations being 
for $1,900,000. 

Our production testing percentage is approximately 1 percent of 
total production. 

Mr. Devereux. Would it be possible to get an easement or rent 
the land for a period of time? 

Captain Larrp. If we did that, sir, we feel that the problems cre- 
ated by unexploded munitions in the area would cause considerable 
expense to eventually clear that area with explosive ordnance dis- 
posal units and we would never be assured that we had gotten all of 
the unexploded ordnance out. 

The Cuarrman. We spent a lot of time on it. Mr. Bennett. 

Mr. Bennett. Mr. Chairman, I would like to make a motion. I 
would like to move that we pass this temporarily with instructions 
to the Navy to bring us back a report as to areas in any of the serv- 
ices where this function could be achieved, and specifically I would 
like to mention the possibility of the Camp A. P. Hill, the Indian 
site, which has been mentioned already, owned by the Navy, and I 
would like to add to that Banana River Proving Ground, if possible. 

Mr. Brooks. Why don’t you put Camp Polk in? 

Mr. Bennett. I meant to put that in. Camp Polk is another one. 
Those are four specific points. 

And in this report they tell us specifically as to the utility of any 
such change in location and also as to the cost, so we will have the 
whole facts before us and we can make a logical decision. That is my 
motion. 

Mr. Rivers. It is a very short motion. 

Mr. Hess. I offer a substitute. 

The Cuarrman. I will hear Mr. Rivers—— 

Mr. Hess. I would like to offer a substitute, to strike the item. 

Mr. Rivers. Mr. Chairman, may I ask him 

Mr. Vinson. The motion of the gentleman from Florida should be 
amended. They must be used in connection with the other facilities 
at Dahlgren. You can’t divorce it. Now you may be on sound ground 
to close out Dahlgren and go somewhere else, but you can’t take this 
part out unless you duplicate at some other place exactly what they 
are doing at Dahlgren, in connection with testing of rockets. 

Mr. Harpy. You could move your testing 15 miles, couldn’t you? 

Mr. Vinson. Well, that is in close proximity to the main station. 
That wouldn’t be too far. But going down to Florida or going to 
Georgia or anywhere else would be clearly a waste of money. 

Mr. Bennetr. A. P. Hill is only 15 miles. 
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Mr. Vinson. You could probably use that. 

The CHarrman. Mr. Bray. 

Mr. Bray. From here, observing that map, it looks to me as though 
if you could change the direction in which you fire the rocket—I 
would estimate 30 degrees to the north—it would not be necessary to 
acquire any of that property. If you were to move it back to the 
western limits of the land, you could then fire due west. You could 
have the same distance of traverse before it hit the water as you are 
doing it now. 

I can see no reason or justification why you have to bend it around 
to fire it in such a direction that it makes it necessary for you to acquire 
more valuable land. 

Captain Larrp. In 1952, when this project was first submitted for 
the construction of the rocket launcher, its position was dictated by 
the actual terrain of our property on Pumpkin Neck by the fact that 
that particular direction gave us the best down-river area for those 
free flight shots and also the fact that at that time there were other 

—_ which have since been discarded for other facilities on Pumpkin 
Neck. 

Mr. Bray. Is there any facility between that rocket launcher due 
west and the river? 

Captain Latrp. Not at the present moment, no, sir. 

Mr. Bray. Well, then, why can’t you change it to fire in that 
direction ? 

Captain Larrp. By the nature of the construction of the launcher, 
sir, we estimate it would cost $7 million to move it, that is, to move it 
around. 

Mr. Bray. How much 

The CuHatrman. The question is on the motion of the gentleman 
from Florida. 

Mr. Wickersuam. Mr. Chairman, just one question. 

The Cuarrman. Let’s pass it over temporarily. We will never get 
through this bill. 

Mr. Wickersuam. I just wanted to ask him one question. 

The Cuarrman. All right. 

Mr. WickersHaAmM (speaking from chart). If you couldn’t acquire 
the property you call the Garnett property right here, and—forget 
this, couldn’t you operate pretty well? 

Captain Latrp. Not without always a constant danger to Mr. Gar- 
nett’s house, which is almost on the center line of the rocket launcher. 

Mr. Rivers. Is it a coincidence that you pointed the thing right at 
Mr. Garnett’s head ? 

Captain Larrp. No, sir—yes, sir, it is a coincidence, not intentional. 

The Cuarmman. All right. 

Mr. Bares. He doesn’t have any objection to selling, does he, 
Garnett? 

Captain Latrp. No, sir. 

The Cuarrman. There is only one that is objecting. 

Mr. Bares. No. 

Captain Larrp. It is only Covert. 

Mr. Bares. You said Garnett. You meant Covert, 

Captain Larrp. Covert. 

Mr. Rivers. Covert, I mean. 
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The Cuatmnan. All right, we will pass it temporarily. 

Getting to Naval Ammunition Depot, Earle, New Jersey. 

Captain Lams. Naval Ammunition Depot, Earle, N. J., line 15, 
page 12 of the bill, and page C6—3 of the justification book. 

Naval Ammunition Depot, Earle, is a permanent naval ammunition 
depot. We are requesting $73,000 in authorization for acquisition of 
land adjacent to the pier in order to provide safety distances. 

The CuarrmMan. Without objection, it is approved. 

Fallbrook, Calif. 

Captain Lams. Fallbrook, Calif., is on line 17, page 12 of the bill, 
and page C6—4 of the justification book. 

Naval Ammunition Depot, Fallbrook, Calif., is 62 miles north of 
San Diego. It isa permanent naval ammunition depot. 

We are requesting $278,000 in new authorization to provide an am- 
munition rework facility which, when provided, will save the Gov- 
ernment $412,000 per year. 

Mr. Vinson. Mr. Chairman. 

The Cuarrman. Mr. Vinson. 

Mr. Vinson. I think this item should be passed over, due to the fact 
that the question of water rights is in dispute at Fallbrook. Fall- 
brook is in the vicinity of Camp Pendleton, where the Government has 
its large Marine establishment on the west coast. And there is litiga- 
tion over who owns the water there. If the Government loses, why, 
then it will jeopardize to a certain extent the full utilization of the 
Navy’s and Marine Corps’ activities at Pendleton. 

Now, the Navy has won its case in the district court and it is pend- 
ing in the circuit court in California, being tried strictly under the 
California law. 

And a provision has been put in the appropriation bill that no 
moneys can be used by the Navy Department and the Department of 
Justice for the prosecution of the suit. Some distinguished lawyers 
of San Francisco have volunteered to carry the fight on for the Navy. 

Now I have no objection to putting it there if we have water. If 
we don’t have water—and we have had to hold up several items until 
this water matter could be settled. If the Navy has water, why, we 
will put it there, but if it hasn’t water, we shouldn't put it there. 


So let’s find out whether we are going to have the water before we 
put ee ree out there, this ammunition depot. 


The Cuairman. Anything to say about that, Captain ? 

Captain Lamp. We have sufficient water at this station for this proj- 
ect and we believe this project will have no effect on the water situa- 
tion at Camp Pendleton. 

Mr. Vinson. Admiral Nunn is here and I suggest, Mr. Chairman, 
we hear the Admiral briefly in reply to the captain’s statement. 

The Cuarrman. Yes. 

Mr. Vinson. Because my information is that the whole thing is tied 
up in this litigation. 

The Carman. Admiral Nunn. : 

Admiral Nunn. Mr. Chairman, the Government’s water rights in 
this area remain confused due to the Government’s inability to quiet 
its title in Federal court. This controversy exists on several fronts, 
sir. It exists in the form of substantive legislation which has been 
passed by the House of Representatives, and which would authorize 
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the construction of a dam upon the Santa Marguerite River and the 
allocation of the impounded waters in the ratio of 60 percent to the 
Government and 40 percent to the Fallbrook Public Utility District, a 
private municipal corporation of the State of California. 

That has passed the House. 

Now, on Tresday of this week, the Senate Committee on Insular 
Affairs has reported out a bill which is the House bill under a Senate 
version, which would, we believe, protect the Government’s rights in 
this water. However, if the Senate version is enacted, the lawsuit 
would still require adjudication. And we have yet found no solution 
to this matter which dispenses with an adjudication in the courts to 
the Government's title to water in this area. 

Therefore, we are still considerably embarassed by the provisions 
in the appropriation act of both the Department of Justice and De- 
partment of Defense which prevents our proceeding in the courts to 
adjudicate our title. 

Mr. Rivers. Isn’t that something? 

Mr. Bares. That is silly. 

Mr. Vinson. Mr. Chairman, in view of the admiral’s statement and 
in view of the fact that this is a new naval ammunition — not 
very far from Hawthorne, which can carry on for the time being, I 


suggest. that this item be deleted from the bill, with the hopes that 
probably we can clear it all wp and then if it is satisfactory to get 
water, we will put it back again. 

Mr. Rivers. Mr. Chairman, I think this is one of the most flagrant 
violations of the jurisdiction of this committee by another committee, 
»reventing one branch of our service—keeping them from establishing 


its rights to which they are entitled to under the Constitution of this 
country. It is the worse such thing I think I have ever seen. 

The CuatrMan. I agree. 

Mr. Vinson. Strike it out. 

Mr. Deverevx. I agree with you very much. 

The CuHarrman. You want to pass over it or strike it out? 

Mr. Vinson. I would strike it out, Mr. Chairman. At least it may 
be incorporated later on in the year, but let’s strike it out for the 
time being. Because we would be in the position of going ahead and 
authorizing $278,000 at Fallbrook where we may not have water. 

We may have to do something with Camp Pendleton before we 
get through with this water situation. 

Mr. Brooks. I can recall, Mr. Chairman, several years ago we asked 
the Navy to try to find some way of putting additional facilities in 
this very area on account of this water situation. 

Mr. Vinson. We struck out items 2 years ago in the public works 
bill because of the water situation. 

Mr. Brooks. That is right. 

The CuarmaN. Is this completely new? 

Captain Lamp. No, sir, this is not a new station. It is a permanent 
ammunition depot. It was inactivated immediately after World War 
IT and has been reopened at the Korean incident. 

Mr. Vinson. Mr. Chairman, may I ask Mr. Smart what item did 
we delete from the bill 2 years ago on account of the water situation. 

Mr. Smart. We deleted approximately $18 million worth of troop 
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housing and things of that character at Camp Pendleton for the 
Marine Corps. 

Mr. Vinson. That is right. 

Mr. Smarr. And as | have understood some time in the past, of 
course, Pendleton was scheduled to be the home of the Third Marine 
Division if it were brought back to this country. So as the matter 
now stands, why they are still unable to put the Third Marine Division 
if it is brought home, in any adequate place. But of course, I ap- 
preciate the position of the committee of building where you perhaps 
don’t have the water rights. 

Now, may I ask this question. I was under the impression, Captain 
Lamb, that at this saved ammunition depot some of the wells out there 
actually went to salt water during this bad drought. Is that incorrect 
or not‘ 

Captain Lame. I am not properly informed. 

Mr. Vinson. Admiral Nunn, can you enlighten us? 

Admiral Nunn. Our wells in the Pendleton area which went salt 
dlue to seawater intrusion were down at the seaward end and in Camp 
Pendleton. However, on more than one occasion the wells at the am- 
munition depot, which is an upstream facility, have gone dry or near] 
dry. And we have been in the odd position of buying water for Fall- 
brook Ammunition Depot from the Fallbrook Public Utility District, 
our opponent in this suit. 

The Crarrman. Mr. Vinson moves to strike Fallbrook from the 
bill. Allin favor, say “aye.” Opposed “no.” 

Fallbrook is stricken temporarily, at least. 

Fallbrook is stricken Seanenacite, at least. We can always come 
back to it. 

Mr. Vinson. That is right, of course, we can. 

The Cuatmrman. Next is Hawthorne, Nev. 

Captain Lams. Hawthorne, Nev., line 19, page 12 of the bill and 
page C6—5 of the justification book. Hawthorne, Nev., is a permanent 
naval ammunition depot. We are requesting $308,000 in new au- 
thorization to construct an addition to our projectile overhaul 
building. 

The CuatrMan. This isa permanent thing. So we will approve it 
without objection. The Chair hears none. The next is naval ord- 
nance plant, Indianapolis, where considerable research is done. 

Captain Lams. That is on line 21, page 12 of the bill, and page 
C6-—6 of the justification book. 

Naval ordnance plant, Indianapolis, is a permanent plant. 

We are requesting $1,183,000 in new authorization for a fire control 
development and evaluation laboratory. 

The Cuatrman. This is production version of shipborne and avia- 
tion electronics. 

Captain Lamp. Yes, sir. 

The Cuarrman. Without objection, Indianapolis is approved. 

Now, the next is Indian Head, Md. 

Captain Lams. Indian Head, Md., is on line 23, page 12 of the bill 
and page C6—7 of the justification book. The Naval Powder Factory 
at Indian Head, Md., is a permanent installation. We are requesting 
$345,000 for an extension of utilities to include fire mains and pumps. 
The Cuatrman. And you own all the acres there? 
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Captain Lamp. Yes, sir. 

The Cuairman. Without objection, Indian Head is approved. 

The next item ¢ 

Captain Lams. Melville, R. L., is on line 1, page 13 of the bill and 
page C6-—8 of the justification book. Naval Mine Depot, Melville, 
R. L., 8 miles north of Newport, is a permanent naval station. We are 
requesting $380,000 for 4 high explosive magazines. 

The CHatrman. Without objection, Melville is approved. 

Mr. Bares. What is that date established? 1952 

Captain Lames. Yes, sir. It was inactivated and then reactivated. 

The Cuarrman. All right. We go to Port Chicago, Calif. 

Captain Lams. All right. Port Chicago, Calif., lime 3, page 13 of 
the bill and page C6—9 of the justification book. 

Naval magazine, Port Chicago, is a permanent naval magazine 30 
miles northeast of San Francisco. We are requesting $304,000 in new 
authorization, $191,000 for a barricaded transfer depot and the re- 
mainder is $113,000 acquisition of tideland, 180 acres for safety 
distances. 

Mr. Mutter. Mr. Chairman 

‘The Cuatrman. Mr. Miller. 

Mr. Miter. Where is this land that you want to acquire at Port 
Chicago 

Captain Lamps. It is in the vicinity of the loading docks, sir. 

Mr. Mitter. Is it tideland ? 

Captain Lamp. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Mitter. Who does the title now rest with ? 

Captain Lamp. I believe the title now rests in 1 man, 1 private 
party, sir. 

Captain Latrp. It has four owners. 

Mr. Mixuer. Because all of the tidelands in California reverted to 
the State of California and are held by the State after 1889. Did this 
come into his possession prior to that time ¢ 

Mr. Chairman, in my estimate, when this depot was established, was 
one of the most flagrant things that ever happened. It was moved 
back into the hills, just as they do across the bay at Benicia, and put 
these ammunition dumps into the hills and on land that was not 
arable land. But the Navy went in and took some of the most arable 
land, fine orchard land, in this whole area to put in its ammunition 
dump. They were rather highhanded in going to close off some of 
the public roads once upon a time. I used to represent the district. I 
am not unfamiliar with it. 

Mr. Vinson. I understood, Mr. Chairman, the reason they located 
it where it is is on account of the transportation. If it were in the 
hills it would be impossible and cost a great deal more in handling 
the ammunition. 

Mr. Mitier. Mr. Chairman, I don’t like to differ with you on that. 
They are low hills adjoining the land they are getting into. Right 
across the bay at Benicia, the Army has utilized those hills very 
successfully. 

Mr. Vinson. For what? 

Mr. Mituer. For the storage of ammunition, at the ammunition 
depot at Benicia Arsenal. There is no question—anyone that wants 
to go out and look at it and analyze it can see where the valuable 
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lands, part of the most valuable lands and producing land in the 
county were taken. It was done during wartime, when they did it 
quite highhandedly or I don’t think they would have ever gotten away 
with it. 

Now, I am just wondering where this other 180 acres that you want 
are going to be? 

Captain Lams. Mr. Chairman, with your permission, Mr. Tiencken 
of the Bureau of Yards and Docks will answer. 

Mr. Trencken. This is waterfront property down at the pier. It 
is not tideland as such, but it is the waterfront property. 

Mr. Mitier. That is another story. It is not tideland. 

Mr. Trencken. The ammunition storage of course is farther back. 
This is land that is required for protection around the pier where 
the ships are actually loaded and come up. We are endeavoring or 
have proposed here, the acquisition of 180 acres which at the present 
time is not developed. The development of the waterfront commercial 
area has been taking place and we in turn have been expanding our 
safety distances and this particular property is to prevent commercial 
development which will bring in people and therefore create a dan- 
ger for the things in the event. of an explosion. 

Mr. Bray. Is that where you had the explosion 2 years ago, at 
Fort Chicago? 

Mr. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Trencken. Yes, sir. 

The Cuarman. Mr. Kelleher. 

Mr. Ketiener. My question, Mr. Chairman, relates to the land, too. 

This acquisition is for 180 acres but I understand the total need 
there is 535 acres and this is the first increment of it. 

The backup material indicates that there has been considerable 
industrial development in the area. I think it would be interesting 
for the committee to know why you would acquire only a part of it 
at this time when, if that industrial development continues, you would 
have to pay a larger amount for the additional 300-odd acres that you 
will need. 

Mr. Trencxen. Well, it is perfectly true that we have to pay a 
higher price if we don’t buy all at one time. 

This particular amount apparently will give us the minimum safety 
requirement 
Captain Lamp. No, not the minimum—excuse me. 
Mr. Trencken. At the present time. 


The original proposal was for a greater amount and it has been 
curtailed to this amount. 


Mr. Bray. Mr. Chairman? 

The Cuarrman. Mr. Bray. 

Mr. Bray. Will vou need that additional land later? 

Captain Lame. Yes, sir, we feel we need 

Mr. Bray. Then wouldn’t it be good judgment, the way it is build- 
ing up there, to get what you need? I know that is my opinion of 
the matter. ‘ 

Because all these cases we have been hearing: a few, few years ago 
if we had taken what we needed we would have saved sometimes 
several hundred percent. It looks to me like if you are going to need 
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it and ask for it later, you ought to get it before they build a factory 
on it and you may have to buy the factory. 

The Cuarrman. What would the total acreage required cost? You 
have $304,000 here for 180 acres. What would the 535 acres cost ¢ 

Captain Lamps. It would require $328,000 for the complete au- 
thorization. 

We asked for complete authorization and it was approved by the 
Secretary of the Navy. 

In reviews by higher authority, we were cut down to the amount 
shown im this book, sir. 

The Cuarrman. The budget cut you? 

Captain Lamp. No, sir. 

The Cuarman. Mr. Smart. 

Mr. Smart. Did I understand you to say that the purpose of the 
acquisition of this 180 acres is to provide a minimum safety limit? 

Captain Lams. Below what we consider minimum. 

Mr. Smarr. Of course, Captain, sitting here by you and Captain 
Laird, I can’t help overhearing what you say. I am not gumshoeing 
you, but E can still here. And a while ago I understood the captain to 
say that this 180 acres does not meet your minimum safety require- 
ments. So the answer is why are you even buying it, if it doesn’t 
even meet your minimum safety requirements ¢ 

Captain Lamp. It will provide some safety distance in case of an 
explosion there. 

r. Smarr. But not minimum? 

Captain Lams. It will net provide the minimum, no, sir. 

Mr. Smarr. It will not provide the minimum. 

Captain Lams. No, sir. 

Mr. Vinson. How many acres would provide the minimum safety 
requirement ? 

aptain Lamp. 535, Mr. Vinson. 

Mr. Vinson. What did you say the 535 acres would cost? 

Captain Lamp. $328,000. 

Mr. $328,000 more? 

Mr. Smarr. That is for land alone. 

The Cuatrman. What is 180 acres going to cost ? 

Captam Lamp. $113,000, sir. 

The Cuarrman. And the 535 acres will cost ? 

Captain Lamp. $328,000, sir. 

The CuarrMan. Let’s give it to them. 

Mr. Rivers. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Smart. $215,000 additional. 

Mr. Rivers. Let’s go. 

The CuarrmMan. We will give it to you. 

We will override that higher authority that cut you down. 

Captain Lamp. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Brooks. Tell me: why didn’t the Budget ask for this additional 
amount ? 

Mr. Kinpay. Because the Budget wouldn’t ask it. 

Captain Lame. I beg your pardon, sir? 

Mr. Brooks. Why didn’t the Budget ask for the additional acreage 


that you need? 
Captain Lame. I am not familiar with that. 
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Mr. Brooxs. Well, didn’t the Budget ask? 

I will put it that way. 

Captain Lams. The Budget did not make this cut. 

The CHarrMan. Well, let’s give it to them. 

Mr. Rivers. Let’s make the New Look take a new look. 

Mr. Kiipay. The captain will probably be embarrassed by it, but I 
assume this was cut to bring the total amount of the bill down to 
the amount they said they could have. 

Mr. Rivers. That is exactly right. 

The CHamrMAn. We will raise the amount to give you 535 acres, 
Captain. 

aptain Lamps. Yes, sir. 

The Cuarrman. I am sure you won't object to that. 

Captain Lamp. No, sir. 

The Cuarrman. If this committee wants to back you up. 

Captain Lame. I think it is in the interest of the people in that 
vicinity, this additional safety distance. As you will remember, 
we had an explosion there, and lost 200 lives. 

The Cuarmman. How much will that add to the bill, the item? 

Mr. Ketiener. $215,000. 

Mr. Bares. $215,000? 

The Cuarman. Plus $215,000. Without objection, Port Chicago 
is approved. 

Mr. Mr. Chairman. 

The CHarrman. Yes. 

Mr. Mitter. Citing that other explosion in this 500 acres giving 
the safety factor: You don’t know it, Captain, but claims were paid 
as far away as San Francisco. We paid the Union Square Garage 
$80 for jamming its doors. And just now the last bills for the last 
five claims are going through the Congress. And that explosion cost 
us well in excess of $2 million. So this 500 acres isn’t going to do much 
if we are going to pop another ship off there. 

Mr. Bares. They don’t plan doing that. 

Mr. Miter. Which I hope we never do. 

The Cuarrman. Port Chicago is approved. 

White Oak, Md. 

Captain Lame. White Oak, Md., is on line 5, page 13 of the bill 
and page C6-—10 of the justification book. 

Naval Ordnance Laboratory at White Oak, Md., is 10 miles north 
of Washington. It is a permanent laboratory. We are requesting 
$361,000 in new authorization to provide a moored mine and anti- 
submarine weapons tank. 

The Cratrman. Without objection, White Oak is approved. 

Yorktown, Va. 

Captain Lame. Yorktown, Va., is on line 7, page 13 of the bill and 
page C6-11 of the justification book. 

fine Depot, Yorktown, 20 miles north of Newport, is a permanent 
mine depot. We are requesting $480,000 in new authorization to 
provide barricades for a 25-car railroad siding, safety requirements. 

The Cuamrman. Without objection, Yorktown is approved. 

Service school facilities. 

(Statement of Chief of Naval Personnel is as follows :) 
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The six projects, sponsored by the Chief of Naval Personnel for funding in 
the fiscal year 1955, are part of a planned program designed to provide for 
the augmentation of facilities necessary to meet training requirements and the 
replacement of essential substandard facilities inherited from the World War 
II era. 

The Naval Academy has suffered from a serious deficiency in covered physical 
education facilities for a number of years. Existing facilities, which are 
materially the same as were provided in 1907 for an enrollment of 767, are 
grossly inadequate for the present average enrollment of 3,521. This condi- 
tion has been recognized by the President and noted in a memorandum to the 
Secretary of Defense last summer. 

Dr. Hannah, Assistant Secretary of Defense, has investigated this matter 
and concurs fully in our request for funds to finance the construction of a new 
gymnasium. 

Our program envisions the relocation of Service Schools from overcrowded, 
highly competitive fleet port areas to less congested and more centralized sites. 
At this time, we are concentrating our efforts toward developing the naval 
training center, Great Lakes, as one of three service school centers. 

In order to continue this development, we are requesting approval for a 2,000- 
man-combined barracks and messing facility to replace temporary, wartime 
construction that cannot be economically converted to space adequate for the 
housing of enlisted student personnel who require facilities for after-school study. 

Existing BOQ facilities are not sufficient to accommodate bachelor officer per- 
sonnel currently assigned to activities in the Great Lakes area, and the scheduled 
relocation of certain officer training schools to the naval training center will 
further increase the deficit. In order to correct this condition we have included 
a project for the construction of an addition to the present permanent BOQ 
to provide housing for 200 officers with messing facilities for 350. 

Servant quarters for the old Del Monte Hotel, constructed in 1888, were 
rehabilitated to serve as interim barracks for staff enlisted personnel when the 
Naval Postgraduate School was moved to Monterey, Calif. These quarters are 
grossly substandard for the housing of a permanently assigned personnel and in 
recognition of this condition we are sponsoring the construction of a new barracks 
for 172 men. 

The naval amphibious base, Coronado, Calif., was built during the peak period 
of the last war. Consequently, the structures provided were of the most tempo- 
rary nature, and at this time, have passed their economical life expectancy. 
This is particularly true of the barracks which are so substandard that neither 
rehabilitation nor conversion can provide the minimum acceptable facilities for 
permanent use. Therefore, we are requesting funds to finance ten new barracks 
of 172-man capacity each. 

The fleet air defense and CIC team training center, Point Loma, Calif., requires 
certain specialized equipment to enable realistic training in the integrated aspects 
of fleet air defense. To meet this requirement, a target generating system 
(Decide RS—14) is needed. This device, provided for in the fiscal year 1952-53 
public works appropriations, incorporates technical improvements on an earlier 
model developed for use at the FADTC, Dam Neck, Va. Due to certain technical 
difficulties, changes in the simulation and relative motion phases of this device 
which require further funding are necessary. The projects which I have 
described represent a careful screening of the many requests submitted for my 
sponsorship. Each of them is urgently required to fill a permanent need. 


The Cuatrman. Naval Academy. 

Captain Lamp. Service school facilities are sponsored by the Bureau 
of Naval Fersonnel. The first item is on line 10, page 13 of the bill. 
It is page C7-1 of the justification book. The United States Naval 
Academy, Annapolis, Md. We are requesting $5,680,000 in new 
authorization for a new gymnasium. The gymnasium that we now 
have was constructed in 1907 when we had 757 midshipmen. We now 
have enrolled 3,546 midshipmen. 

Mr. Durnam. Where in the world are you going to put it? 

Captain Lamp. This new facility will go right behind the present 
gymnasium on Farragut Field. 
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Mr. Durnam. You are going to take up what field you have there? 

Captain Lamp. No, sir. 

The Cuarrman. But we have to get through this bill. 

Without objection, “Naval Academy, Annapolis,” is approved. 

Mr. Brooxs. What did we approve it for, Mr. Chairman? 

Captain Lame. Our next item 

Mr. Brooks. How much is it approved for / 

The CHatrRMan, $5,680,000. Mh right, Coronado, Calif. 

— Lamp. Line 12, page 13, of the bill and page C7-2 of the 
justification book. 

Amphibious base, Coronado. This is a permanent installation. 
We are requesting $2,888,000 for barracks for 1,720 men. Permanent 
barracks. 

The CramMan. I am glad you are making them permanent. 

Without objection, Coronado is approved. 

Captain Lamp. The next item is “Naval Training Center, Great 
born line 14, page 13, of the bill and page C7-3 of the justification 

ok. 

Naval Training Center, Great Lakes, I1l., is a permanent naval sta- 
tion. We are requesting $5,564,000 new authorization for enlarge- 
ment of BOQ facilities in the amount of $1,664,000, new barracks and 
subsistence building for 2,000 men in the amount of $3,900,000. 

Mr. Rivers. We have a member of our committee who is an alumnus 
of that institution. 

The CuatrmMan. Yes, sir. 

All right, Great Lakes is approved. 

Captain Lamp. The next item is the “Naval Postgraduate School, 
Monterey, Calif,” line 16, page 13, of the bill and page C74 of the 
justification book. 

Naval Postgraduate School is at Monterey, Calif. 

It is a permanent institution. We are requesting $332,000 in new 
authorization for barracks for 172 enlisted men, permanent. 

The Cratrman. Without objection, Monterey is approved. 

Point Loma, Calif. 

Captain Lams. Fleet air defense training center, line 18, page 13, 
of the bill, and page C7—5 of the justification book. 

We are asking $340,000 in new authorization for technical equip- 
ment, which is the third increment of a training building that was 
authorized by this committee and the Congress. 

The CuatrmMan. Without objection, Point Loma is approved. 

Medical facilities. 

(The statement of Admiral Pugh is as follows :) 


That portion of the fiscal year 1955 Navy public works authorization program 
under the sponsorship of the Bureau of Medicine and Surgery consists of two 
projects at a total estimated cost of $1,001,000. The objectives of this program 
are twofold: (@) Augmentation of utilities of one large hospital; and (0) the 
provision of adequate hospital corps barracks at one large permanent hospital. 

A. The hospital, St. Albans, Long Island, N. Y., requires additional electrical 
feeders to meet a serious problem of overloading and repeated outages. When 
the new hospital was constructed, the electrical supply to the new building was 
connected to the old distribution system of the wartime temporary hospital. 

B. In order to provide adequate quarters for enlisted personnel, a 460-man per- 
manent barracks is required at the naval hospital, San Diego, Calif. At present 
there are no designated barracks for the staff enlisted personnel. The barracks 
originally constructed were converted during World War ITI and have been per- 
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manently assigned for use at the West Coast Tuberculosis Center. The hospital 
corpsmen have since been quartered in various places, including tents during 
World War TI, and currently are crowded into barracks of the Hospital Corps 
School, with a capacity adequate only for the latter. 


BUMED 


Project and location priority 


NavHospital, St. Albans, Long Island N. Y., improvement and extension of 9s 
i 245, 000 
756, 000 


NavHospital, San Diego, Calif., 460-man permanent Hospital Corps barracks. - - 


The Cuarrman. Naval hospital. 

Captain Lams. Medical facilities—— 

The Cuarrman. You have Norfolk here in the justification—— 

Mr. Keener. For appropriation only, sir, not authorization. 

The Cuarmman. Oh, that is appropriation. What is this: United 
States Naval Hospital, Norfolk? 

Captain Lams. That is a hospital previously authorized and is in 
there for appropriation only, sir. 

e Cuarrman. Fine. 

Mr. Harpy. Mr. Chairman, could I ask a question about this? 

The Cuamman. Yes. 

Mr. Harpy. Do I understand the previous authorization takes care 
of the change, the proposed change in the location of that hospital, 
that there is no conflict with respect to the site? 

Captain Lams. No conflict at all, sir. 

Mr. Harpy. So the only thing you need now is to get your funds 
? 

aptain Lame. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Harpy. And you are requesting them this year. 

Captain Lamp. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Harpy. Right. 

Mr. Rivers. And the approval by your subcommittee. 

Mr. Harpy. ( Aside.) 

The Cuamman. Naval Hospital, St. Albans. 

Captain Lams. That is on oe 21, on page 13 of the bill and page 
C8-2 of the justification book. 

Naval Hospital, St. Albans, is on Long Island 14 miles from New 
York City. It is a permanent hospital. We are requesting $245,000 
new authorization for improvement in extension of the electrical 
system. 

The CuarrmMan. Without objection, it is approved. 

San Diego. 

Captain Lams. Naval Hospital, San Diego, Calif., is on line 23, 
page 13 of the bill, and page C8—3 of the justification book. 

aval Hospital, San Diego, is a permanent hospital. We are re- 
questing $756,000 new authorization for construction of a 460-man 
permanent barracks. 

The CuarrMan. $1,350 a unit. 

Captain Lams. That is in accordance—— 

The Cuatrman. Which is in line, in keeping with the standard. 


1955 | 
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Captain Lams. Yes, sir. 

The Cuarrman. Without objection, San Diego is approved. 

Mr. Bares. You are going to use prevent messing facilities, there, 
captain ¢ 

Captain Lams. Yes, sir. This will be barracks only. 

The Cuarman. Only, yes. 

Office of Naval Research Facilities. 

(The statement of Captain Grimes is as follows :) 

The public works construction program, sponsored by the Office of Naval 
Research for fiscal year 1955 includes only one urgent project, which is for a 
nuclear reactor at the Naval Research Laboratory, Washington, D. C., at an 
estimated cost of $996,000. 

The nuclear reactor at the naval research laboratory is necessary to provide 
an essential tool to further the Navy's programs in the fields of nuclear power, 
nuclear Weapons and the application of nuclear science to naval warfare. 

Captain Lame. Office of Naval Research Facilities is on line 2, 
page 14 of the bill, and page C10-1 of the justification book. 

Naval Research Laboratory is a permanent Naval Establishment. 
We are asking $996,000 in new authorization for a nuclear reactor. 

Mr. Durnam. Mr. Chairman. 

The Cuarrman. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Duruam. I ask permission that that be carried over until the 
joint committee can be provided full information on this item. 

The Carman. All right. Mr. Durham is right on his toes. I 
think perhaps we should include at this point a letter I received from 
the chairman of the joint committee, Mr. Cole. 

Mr. Ketierer. He does not interpose an objection. I think the 
letter has to be read for the exact position Mr. Cole takes. 

The Cuarrman. Read it. 

Mr. Keiieuer. It is dated May 8, 1954. It is addressed to the 
chairman. 

I have had our Research and Development Subcommittee, of which Carl 
Hinshaw is chairman, look into the background of the Navy’s request for a 
nuclear research reactor at the Naval Research Laboratory in Washington, D. C. 
This project appears in the public works bill now before the House Armed Services 
Committee. While the joint committee has had routine information about this 
project from time to time, we had not heretofore taken the time to give it any 
thorough going over. 

If it is desirable for the Navy to conduct basie scientific research within 
its own laboratory, I would certainly urge support of this research reactor 
proposal since it is a sound scientific undertaking. On the other hand, there 
is some question as to whether buildup of scientific effort at laboratories sepa- 
rated from educational institutions may not detract from the Nation’s ability to 
increase the output of new scientists. 

For my own part, I am inclined to encourage support of this project as a 
natural sequel to previous development of the Naval Research Laboratory. It 
is apparent, however, that the location of this reactor within the Navy’s own 
establishment is not peculiarly essential to any particular military project. 
The same work could go forward in other laboratories if the same facilities were 
made available by other means. 


7 The Cuarrman. Mr. Durham wants it to go over. We will pass it 
Mr. Durnam. Mr. Chairman, just for the information. Not that 
I object to it, but Ithink we should have it. 

The Cuatrman. I know. We will pass it over. 

Mr. Brooks. You mean temporarily, Mr. Chairman. 

The CHarrman. Yes. 
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Mr. Vinson. Will the information be available next week, Mr. 
Chairman, when the bill is finally passed on ¢ 

Why wouldn’t the sensible thing to do be to strike it out and if the 
information is available put it in the Senate / 

Captain Lams. Mr. Chairman, the Director of the Research Lab, 
Captain Beltz, is present and we feel we can defend this. 

he CuairMan. Let’s hear the Captain. 

Captain Beirz. 1 am the Director of the Naval Research Labora- 
tory. I have Dr. Krause here and if there are any questions I think 
we are prepared to give the committee the information now. Dr. 
Krause ae made an extensive investigation into this thing. 

Mr. Durnam. Mr. Chairman, I might say at this paidihivil yom will 
excuse me, Captain. 

Captain Betrz. All right. 

Mr. Duruam. That is not the question of research and development 
tool but it is a question, of course, of fissionable material which is a 
departure from the present policy which has been in existence. That 
is, these tools have been held by the AEC as research tools. And you 
people have been using them. Now, may I ask you this while you 
are here? Has this been approved by the Research Board all the 
way through, everybody approved it? 

Captain Benz. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Duruam. Everybody approved it. 

Captain Beirz. Right up to Mr. Quarles. 

Mr. Durnam. I think if we hold a little hearing and—we can 
complete this thing over there in a few minutes one way or the 
other, and hand the information to the chairman of this committee 
shortly — 

Mr. Brooxs. Why even have a hearing? 

Mr. Duruam. You see, we are departing here from a policy, Mr. 
Chairman. 

We are getting into a field here which, of course, we haven’t gone 
into before. Because the services have gone to the AEC and used 
these tools which we have prepared for them. 

There is some opinion by people in the Navy in this research, and I 
know all about it, that don’t agree this is absolutely necessary at the 
present time. You can carry out this research, Now, you are putting 
a tool down here that will have fissionable material in it which is 
right here in the Capital and if something happens we have to have 
them exposed. I don’t say that is anything to scare you, because it 
hasn’t happened so far, but it is possible in case of an attack. We are 
concentrating these tools right here in the Capital. I think you people 
have to disperse these things, instead of sticking everything around 
here. 

We approved one awhile ago which is right expensive. You have 
them all here in an area where someday you will have trouble. You 
are not making any attempt to put them out in the field, probably 
because of the difficulties in travel. I have a high respect for naval 
research. It has done a fine job. 

I think you should justify these tools to the Atomic Energy Com- 
mittee, which, after all, holds in hand the fissionable material. 

You have to go to them to get your material or your reactor is not 
worth one dime. 
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The Crarman. I understand, Mr. Cole, or Mr. Durham, are not 
opposing the project. 

Mr. Durnam, That is right. 

The CnarrMan,. Let it go over to the Joint Atomic Energy Com- 
mittee so that the subcommittee headed by Mr. Hinshaw can go over it. 

Mr. Durnam. When the services come to us and say to us we have 
to have so much fissionable material to produce so many weapons, we 
provide that. And we kept this reactor program in fine shape. We are 
getting it scattered now into various fields. 

The Crarmman. This, I think, belongs to atomic energy. We will 
pass it over temporarily. 

Yards and Docks. 

(The statement of Admiral Perry is as follows :) 


Yarbs AND Docks Facruiries 


In this category are included 7 projects which will require authorization in 
the amount of $17,433,000 and funding in the amount of $26,433,000. In general, 
its aim is to provide professional engineering services to the various branches 
of the Navy and to sponsor facilities common to all. Its specific objectives are: 

(a) The third and final increment in the economical replacement of 2,400 
units of temporary, substandard, high-cost maintenance, Overseas housing with 
permanent facilities of low-cost maintenance. 

This program envisages replacement of 530 units on Guam and 220 units in 
the Philippines at a total cost of $4 million. Authorization was granted for 
this program by public law 534, 82d Congress. Funding in the full amount of 
$4 million will be required. ™ 


A priation 
fiscal 


(b) Replacement of deteriorated waterfront structures required for shipping 
operations. This project is for the reconstruction of two wharfs at CBC, Port 
Hueneme, Calif. The estimated cost of the project is $2,569,000. nee 


Authorizat‘on 
and appropria- 
tion request 
fiseal year 1955 


Priority 


CBC, Port Hueneme, Calif. reconstruction wharves 2 and 3 


(ce) Provision of minimum covered storage facilities to reduce deterioration 
of loss of advanced base material stock. It is for two dehumidified storehouses 
at Port Hueneme at a cost of $2,100,000. No commercial or other Government 
facilities are available for this purpose. The estimated cost of the project. is 
$2,100,000. 


year 1955 au- 
thorization and Priority 


appropriation 


CBO, Port Hueneme, Calif., 2 dehumidified wareh 


Location 
year 

— 
Soo $2, 569, 000 2 

Lesion 

$2,100, 00 | 3 
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(d) Provision of intelligent and realistic schematic plans and estimates for 
proposed public works projects. This is for advanced planning for urgent projects 
being proposed for inclusion in future public works budgets. Authorization is not 
required. Appropriation in amount of $5 million is required. 


Appropriation 
Location request fiscal Priority 
year 1955 | 


Advance planning for future public works projects_....____ ___ 


(e) Provision of ready funds to repair or replace Navywide facilities de- 
stroyed by disasters. In effect, this is an insurance fund for which $2,500,000 
for possible use at continental station and $1,500,000 for overseas bases, will be 


{ 
Authorization | 
and appropria- | lil 
tien request Priority 
fiscal year 1955 | 


Continental corrections of deficiencies 
Overseas correetion of deficiencies 


(f) Acquisition in fee simple title to land occupied by Government-owned 
housing units. This involves acquisition of approximately 9.2 acres of land at 
the Marine Corps Training Center in the desert area of Twenty-nine Palms, 
Calif. It is estimated to cost $14,000. 


Authorization | 
| and appropria- 
tion request 
fiscal year 1955 

| 


Priority 


MCTC, Twenty-Nine Palms, Calif., acquisition of land $14, 000 


(g) Acquisition in fee simple title of land occupied by Government property. 
This involves acquisition of approximately 110 acres of land now occupied by 
numerous Naval activities of the Twelfth Naval District. The estimated cost 
for the purchase of the land is $750,000. 


Authorization | 
| | and appropria- | 
| tion request 
fiscal year 1955 


Priority 


San Bruno, Calif., acquisition of land. $750,000 | 


(h) Provision of a pipeline from naval petroleum reserve No. 1, Elk Hills to 
Los Angeles, including pumping facilities and acquisition of necessary rights- 
of-way and franchises. The estimated cost of the project is $8 million. 


Authorization 
and appropria- 
tion request 
fiseal year 1955 | 


Priority 


| 


Elk Hills Calif., pipeline from naval petroleum r reserve No. 1, from m | 
Elk Hills to Los Angeles area -| $8, 000, 000 


42066—54—No. 81———-38 


an | $5, 000, 000 | 4 
requested. 

Location 

7 
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The Cuarrman. Elk Hills, Calif. 

Captain Lams. Yards and docks facilities are sponsored by the 
Bureau of Yards and Docks. 

The first project is naval petroleum reserve No. 1, line 5, page 14, 
of the bill. It is page Cl1-1 of the justification book. This project 
1s to provide a pipeline, standby facility, required immediately upon 
maébiiostion from Elk Hills to the Los Angeles area. We are request- 
ing $8 million in new authorization. The director of the petroleum 
reserve is present, as a witness, Mr. Chairman. 

Mr. Vinson. Mr. Chairman, I was very much gratified when the 
Secretary made his statement the other day saying ha had five dis- 
tinguished businessmen pass on this bill with him. He was commended 
by the chairman for having done so. 

He pointed out that they were great individualists and — 
enterprise men. But I was somewhat disturbed when I looked through 
the bill here and I found out that this same group proposed to put 
the Government in the pipeline business to the extent of $8 million. 
Right now, there is going on over here in Mr. Hoffman’s committee 
an effort to get the Government out of business, even with the Boston 
rope walk and the paint business. And here it is now, this great group 
of private enterprise people want to put the Government in an $8 
million, 91 mile pipeline from Elk Hills. 

No, I have talked to these refinery people in California. They 
haven’t even the facilities out there if they had a pipeline today to 
take care of the oil that would come through the pipeline. Another 
thing is that under the uniform contract, we are required to sell at 
public outery as a result of public bids our eight-nineths of oil that 
comes out of California. 

This is not an emergency matter. This is a standby $8 million 
project. And I don’t think that we should go in that kind of business. 

I believe in private enterprise. I am very much disappointed that 
these business people want to put the Government right in the pipeline 
business. 

Now, if you want to do something for National Defense—and then 
T am through, Mr. Chairman—by building pipelines, the place to 
build the pipeline if the Government should build one is from the 
fields of Texas, and not from Elk Hills. 

Because it is just a little old dabble out there. It won’t be out there 
much longer the way we are going on now. It will all be like Buena 
Vista Field in a few years, honey-combed earth. 

The Cuatrman. I agree with the Chief here. I agree with Mr. 
Vinson. 

Mr. Vinson. I move to strike it out, Mr. Chairman. 

The Cuarrman. That is the best thing, would be to build a pipeline 
from the West Texas Field, where they have the greatest deposit, to 
the Los Angeles San Diego area. 

Mr. Bares. I wonder if the Captain can tell us something about this? 

I think we ought to get his views on the matter. 

Captain Lamp. May I get one sentence in here, Mr. Chairman? 

The Cuarrman. Yes. 

Captain Lamp. This project is sponsored by the Petroleum Adminis- 
tration of the Secretary of Defense. It has been approved by the 
National Security Council. 
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Mr. Vinson. Putting the Government back in this kind of busi- 
ness—one day we are taking them out of the Boston Rope Walk and 
the next day we are taking them out of the paint factory in Norfolk, 
and the next day we are taking them out of this business and that 
business, and the next day we are starting in on a new kind of Govern- 
ment operation, pipelines, pipelines. 

Mr. Rivers. You see they went up the hill the other time and now 
it is time to go down. 

The Cuatrman. Mr. Vinson moves to strike the item. Tlfose in 
favor, aye. 

Opposed, no. 

It is stricken. 

The Cuatrrman. The next is Port Hueneme, Calif. 

Captain Lams. The next project is Naval Construction Battalion 
Center, Port Hueneme, line 8, page 14, of the bill, and page C11-2 
of the justification book. 

We are requesting $4,669,000 in new authorization. This break- 
down is as follows: Reconstruction of wharf No. 2 and 3, $2,569,000; 
two dehumidified warehouses, $2,100,000. 

The CHarrman. This isa big item. 

Where is this port ? 


Admiral Perry. It is 60 miles north of Los Angeles, Calif., sir. 

The CHatrMan. Sixty miles north of Los Angeles? 

Admiral Perry. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Rivers. Mr. Chairman, Port Hueneme is the main jumping-off 
place that the Seabees had during the war. They had more material 
centered there than any other port, I guess, in the United States. 


The CHatrrMan. Without objection, it is approved. 

The next item. 

Captain Lams. The next item is on line 11, page 14 of the bill, 
San Bruno, Calif., land acquisition, $750,000. This project is page 
C113 of the justification book. 

The CHatrman. One hundred and ten acres at $6,800 an acre. That 
is very expensive land. It must have some improvements or oil or 
something. 

Mr. Vinson. Mineral land. 

The CHarrman. On it or under it? Maybe they have a lot of 
water there. 

Mr. Muurr. It is right adjacent to the San Francisco Bay area, 
almost contiguous with San Francisco and San Mateo County, and 
one of the most rapidly growing and expensive areas in the country. 
There was an old race track we took over once upon a time. 

Mr. Price. Not having any races there, they ought to sell it for 
$1 an acre. 

The CHatrman. Go ahead, Captain. 

Mr. Durnam. We are paying $50,000 a year for it, by leasing it now. 

Captain Lamp. San Bruno is in a rapidly growing area. The land 
values are increasing very rapidly there. During the war we had an 
advanced base depot at San Bruno. We closed the installation down 
at the end of the war. We had to reopen it during the Korean inci- 
dent. We have moved a great many of our activities out of San Fran- 
cisco—because of high rentals we have been paying—to San Bruno. 

Our lease has now run out. It will cost us a great deal more to re- 
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store the property and move our present facilities elsewhere than the 
price of this land. 

The Cuarrman. I am very familiar with that area. I have no 

objection. 

Mr. Miuier. I think, Mr. Chairman, it is all right. 

The Cuarrman. Without objection, San Bruno is approved. 

Mr. Rivers. Let’s go. 

Captain Lams. Our next project is Marine Corps Training Center, 
Twentynine Palms, Calif., line 12, page 14 of the bill. 

The CratrmMan. Without objection, it is approved ; $14,000. 

Mr. Rivers. You are sure that is enough for the Marine Corps? 
[| Laughter. | 

The Cuarrman. $14,000, without objection, it is approved, Twenty- 
nine Palms, Calif. 

Then various locations here, for two and a half million. 

Captain Lams. Line 14, page 14 of the bill, and page C11-5 of the 
justification book, $2,500,000. That is known as the deficiency au- 
thorizations, from which we take care of rehabilitation or restoration 
of structures damaged in catastrophes such as tornadoes, fires, and 
emergency authorization. 

The CuarrMan. Sort of a fire department. 

Captain Lams. Yes, sir. Wherever a fire occurs or a tornado occurs. 

The Cuarrman. Oh, I see. 

Captain Lams. We come to the committee and ask for this authori- 
zation. 

The CuarrmMan. Yes; act of God, hurricanes. 

Mr. Rrvers. A sinking fund. 

The CuarrMan. Without objection, that item is approved. 

We have already approved the Navy station at Subic Bay and also 
the naval air facility at Cubi Point, Philippines, and all the others 
down to communication facilities. All the items on page 15, down 
to communications facilities have been approved by the committee. 

Mr. Keiiener. That is right. 

Captain Lams. We have one or two more in Yards and Docks, Mr. 
Chairman, I think we missed here. 

The Cuarrman. Not in the bill. 

Captain Lams. Excuse me, that was prior authorizations. 

Mr. Kevtener. We are all set. 

The Not inthe bill. 

Captain Lams. We have one overseas in Yards and Docks, which is 
the same as that I just mentioned, that is a deficiency authorization. 
Overseas we are requesting $1,500,000 for “Correction of deficiencies” 
caused by Pea in in our overseas stations. 

The Cuarrman. Yes; O. K., without objection. 

Mr. Vinson. That is right. 

Captain Lams. Under “Communications” we have overseas. 

The Cuarrman, Communications, 

(Statement of Rear Adm. W. B. Ammon, Director, Naval Commu- 
nications, with regard to class LX public works project, March 1, 1954.) 

1. The naval communications public works program for fiscal year 1955 re- 
quests authorization of funds in the amount of $6,520,000 for one overseas proj- 


ect, an incremental funding of the consolidated communications facility, Subic 
Bay area, Philippine Islands. 
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2. This new communication facility is required in the Subie Bay area of the 
Philippines by reason of: 

(a4) A recommendation made by the commander in chief, United States Pacific 
Fleet, and approved by the Chief of Naval Operations, that all naval facilities in 
the Philippines be concentrated in the Subic Bay area; 

(b) Strategic planning; and 

(c) Existing facilities are inadequate to provide required communication sup- 
port to the operating forces, naval commands located in the Philippine area and 
commitments in the national intelligence effort. 

3. This project has been developed in consonance with all criteria for public 
works projects and has been planned and designed to meet the following specific 
program objectives. 

(a) Necessary expansion and augmentation of the naval communication sys- 
tem essential to the support of the naval operating forces. 

(b) The augmentation of facilities necessary to permit the Navy to meet its 
commitments in the national intelligence effort. 

4. The specific project, for which I am requesting new authorization, is the 
fifth increment of funds required for the construction of the consolidated com- 
munieation facilities, Subic Bay area, Philippine Islands. This request, if au- 
thorized and funded, will permit the construction of a transmitter facility and 
requisite additional operation and support structures at the receiver facility. 
Previous authorizations and appropriations have provided funds in the amount 
of $9,594,500 for the procurement of the necessary land, for architectural and 
engineering Wesign of the complete facility, for construction of an operable re- 
ceiver facility and for a portion of the electronic equipment requirements. A 
sixth and final increment of funds in the amount of $2,589,000 will be required 
for the construction of family quarters and family community facilities. 

5. This project is critically urgent and in order to comply with Department 
of Defense directives and provide operating facilities in the Subic Bay area by 
end fiscal year 1957, must be initiated in fiscal year 1955. 

6. The project has been reviewed by the Joint Chiefs of Staff and has been 
certified to be in accordance with the Office of the Secretary of Defense directives 
regarding principles of economy and duplication of facilities. 


Mr. OS9-1. 

Captain Lams. That is page 15 of the bill, line 16. It is on page 
OS9-1 of the justification book. 

The Cuairman. You say acquisition underway, 5,200 acres. 

Naval Communications Station, Philippine Islands. 

Mr. Brooks. What mystifies me, in reference to that Philippine 
Islands, is when we gave them independence and gave them everything 
they needed, we didn’t reserve the land we needed. We just gave them 
the independence. Now we are beginning to acquire from them. 

The CuatrMan. That is water under the bridge and over the dam. 
There is nothing much we can do about it now. 

Captain Lamp. We are requesting $6,520,000 in new authorization. 
This is the fifth increment for our transmitter and receiver facilities 
in the Philippines, sir. 

Mr. Rivers. You are sure going to need it in that country before 
ong. 

he Cuatrrman. Without objection, we approve communication fa- 
cilities and Yards and Docks facilities. 

Captain Lams. We now have section 202, Mr. Chairman. 

The CuarrmMan. We have approved Yards and Docks. 

Various Locations: That is approved. And now section 202. 

This is secret. 

Mr. Rivers. We are finished with this catalog? 

The Cuarrman. Yes. 

All right, section 202, page 16, Captain. 
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Captain Lams. Under section 202 of this bill, the Navy is requesting 
$63,358,000 in new authorization for classified projects. 

On page C3-31 of the justification book, we are asking facilities at 
12 locations. These facilities are to provide the shop space, storage 
and collateral equipment. 

May I go off the record, please ? 

Mr. Smarr. Off the record. 

(Discussion off the record.) 

The Cuarrman. I think we better keep all this item off the record. 

md discussion off the record. ) 

he CuHatrmMan. That finishes the overseas, doesn’t it? 

Captain Lams. Yes, sir. 

The CnarrMan. Let the Chair first express his appreciation to the 
ear Y and the Captain and all assistants for helping us through 
this bill. 

As the Chair announced earlier, the committee will meet tomorrow 
morning at 10 o’clock for consideration of miscellaneous matters and 
then we will recess tomorrow until our regular meeting next Tuesday 
morning at 10 o’clock, to take up this bill and consider a few items here 
that are hanging fire. 

T am hoping that we will be able to hear next Tuesday Assistant 
Secretary Floete and other witnesses on the proposed $350 million 
for family housing and barracks, if we are to add it to the bill or 
decide to bring it in as separate legislation, and also the Arnold engi- 
neering project at Tullahoma, Tenn., a very critical thing, which will 
cost in excess—well, I think they are asking for some $73 million. 

Mr. Vinson. Is that a new amendment in the bill? 

The CHarrman. Yes. There would be two amendments to incor- 
porate in the bill, the $350 million for housing—— 

Mr. Vinson. That has budget support. 

The Cuarmman. And $73.5 million. Yes. 

Mr. Vinson. Both of them have budget support. 

The CHarrman. Yes. 

Mr. Vinson. Mr. Chairman, having implicit confidence inthe judg- 
ment of the Chair, if I am not here next week I want to give him 
ra my proxy to vote on each and every item in 8726 as he casts 
iis vote, and also with reference to the two amendments. 

Mr. Kiipay. Does that include the pipeline? 

Mr. Vinson. No. 

The Cratrman. Such faith is not found in all Israel. 

We will stand adjourned until 10 o’clock tomorrow morning and 
I do hope that members of the committee will be present because 
po are several important miscellaneous items that we will have to 

iscuss, 

(Whereupon, at 11:51 a.m., Thursday, May 13, 1954, the committee 
adjourned to Friday, May 14, 1954, at 10 a. m.) 


Hovst or RepresENTATIVES, 
Commirrre oN ARMED SERVICES, 
Washington, D. C., Tuesday, May 18, 1954. 
The committee met at 10 a. m., the Hon. Dewey Short (chairman of 
the committee), presiding. 


4639 


The Cuarrman. The committee will please be in order. 

Gentlemen, we will continue with hearings on H. R. 8726. 

We had completed consideration of titles 1, II, and III of the Army, 
Navy, and Air Force sections of the bill, with the exception of a few 
items that still are in controversy but which we hope we can resolve. 

The distinguished minority whip, the gentleman from Massachu- 
setts, Mr. McCormack, has introduced a bill, H. R. 9099, which he 
would like action on either at this session or as an amendment to the 
bill under present consideration, H. R. 8726. 

The Chairman has just received a letter from the Secretary of De- 
fense—the Secretary of the Army, rather, Mr. Stevens, which sets 
forth the views of the Department of Defense on this particular meas- 
ure and as a background I think perhaps it would be helpful if coun- 
sel would read this letter from the Secretary of the Army and then we 
will be very happy to hear from the gentleman from Massachusetts, 
Mr. McCormack, on his bill. 

John, take this big chair there, and be comfortable. 

Mr. Kelleher, you read the letter for the benefit of the members of 
the committee. 

Mr. Ketiener. Yes, sir. 

The letter is dated May 18, 1954. 

It is addressed to the chairman of the committee. It is from See- 
retary of the Army, Robert T. Stevens. 


Dear Mr. Snort: Reference is made to your request to the Secretary of De- 
fense for the views of the Department of Defense with respect to H. R. 9099, 
83d Congress, a bill “To authorize the Secretary of the Army to lease to the 
Commonwealth of Massachusetts, portions of the Boston Army Base in the Port 
of Boston.” The Secretary of Defense has delegated to the Department of the 
Army the responsibility for expressing the views of the Department of Defense 
thereon. 

The Department of the Army, on behalf of the Department of Defense, recom- 
mends enactment of this bill either in its present form or as an amendment to 
the military public works bill, H. R. 8726, whichever the committee proposes. 

The purpose of the bill is to authorize the Secretary of the Army to repair the 
pier at the Boston Army Base, to accept from the Commonwealth of Massachu- 
setts a contribution of not less than 10 percentum of the cost of such repair and 
to lease the pier and other portions of the Boston Army Base to the Common- 
wealth of Massachusetts for an extended period. The bill provides that consid- 
eration for such lease shall be the initial contribution by the Commonwealth of 
Massachusetts, an annual rental of one dollar, and such maintenance terms as 
may be negotiated in the lease. 

The Boston Army Base was completed in 1918 at a cost of approximately $28 
million, _Between World War I and II, it was used by commercial operators 
under lease. The original pier structure was placed on untreated wooden piles 
which, in the early 1930’s, began to deteriorate under attack by marine borers. 
In 1935, to prevent further damage, a steel sheet pile bulkhead was installed 
around the entire pier and the enclosed area was backfilled with sand to encase 
the wooden piling below the high-tide line. 

This protective work, which is now 19 years old, has been worked on several 
time since its installation. In the late 1930's, 60 concrete anchors and tie rods 
were installed to prevent outward movement of the sheet pile. In 1945, 48 addi- 
tional anchors were installed and the sandfill restored to its original elevation. 
Additional anchors were installed along with other maintenance works to the 
superstructure in 1951-52. 

The Army used Boston Army Base during World War II but in 1947 returned 
it under permit to the Maritime Commission which again outleased the facilities 
to a commercial operator. Maintenance of the superstructure was assumed by 
the lessee with the Army retaining responsibility for maintenance of the sub- 
structure. During the period 1947-53, the lessee and the Army expended $4%4 
million on maintenance of the Army Base. 
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The sheet pile started to corrode about 2 years ago, the rate of corrosion has 
increased rapidly, and the sandfill is being washed out through many breaks in 
the bulkhead. The rehabilitation to be authorized in the bill consists of a cast- 
in-place concrete gravity wall around the entire pier structure at an estimated 
cost of $11 million. Since the Army has no peacetime requirement for these 
facilities but will need them in the event of mobilization, it has been unable to 
program a repair job of this magnitude under restricted budgefary and public 
works limitations of recent years. 

The Commonwealth of Massachusetts has expressed an interest in having these 
facilities repaired and in utilizing them on a lease basis. Conversations between 
Department of the Army representatives and officials of the Commonwealth have 
resulted in a proposal that the Commonwealth bear a portion of the cost of 
rehabilitation and assume a long-term lease with permission to sublease to a 
commercial operator. The bill, H. R. 9099, represents the result of these 
conversations. 

Snactment of this measure will involve the expenditure of military public 
works funds up to an amount of $9,900,000 and appropriation of this amount 
would be authorized in the bill? 

This report has been coordinated within the Department of Defense in ac- 
cordance with procedures prescribed by the Secretary of Defense. 

Inasmuch as the committee has requested that the report be expedited, it is 
submitted without a determination by the Bureau of the Budget as to whether or 
not it conforms to the program of the President. As soon as such advice is re- 
ceived, it will be forwarded to your committee. 

Sincerely yours, 
Ropert T. STEVENS," 
Secretary of the Army. 


The Cuarrman. Fine. 

Mr. McCormack, we will be very pleased to hear you at this time. 

Mr. McCormack. Mr. Chairman and members of the committee, 
| appreciate very much the consideration extended to me and the other 
members of the delegation from Massachusetts. Because in introduc- 
ing this bill, I am doing so not only for myself but for all of the mem- 
bers from Massachusetts, both Republican and Democratic. 

So I want that publicly understood, and the committee to know that 
while one bill was introduced—because under the rules of the House, 
we can’t have joint sponsorship as we all know—it is a bill sponsored 
by every one of the members from Massachusetts. 

The committee has read the letter from the Secretary of the Army 
which is full and explanatory. 

The Army base is located on Atlantic Avenue—Somer Street, in my 
district, and if any of you gentlemen know where the Fargo Building 
is, the Navy Building, it is about opposite, just opposite the Fargo 
Building. 

And of course it is in close proximity to the Fargo Building and 
there are naval installations nearby located in that part of the Boston 
Harbor as well as of course in the old Boston Navy Yard. 

This particular activity was really, as I consider it, the heart of 
the port of embarkation during the war, and of course, I don’t have 
to stress to the members of this committee the importance from a 
Government angle of having this as a standby, in standby condition 
for availability if needed. 

Of course, they are going to make use of it in many ways, I assume, 
even in a standby condition. 

Negotiations have been going on for a number of months, and the 
understanding arrived at between the representatives of the Depart- 
ment of Army and Governor Herter and representatives of the 
Commonwealth, 
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They have been stated in the letter and is set forth in the bill. 

If something isn’t done, the piers will cave in. Well, of course, the 
Government can’t let that happen. As a matter of fact, I took this 
position this was the responsibility of the Federal Government in the 
entirety. I am going along with the agreement made with the Com- 
monwealth. But frankly, I felt it was the sole responsibility of the 
Federal Government. But I am going along in strong support of 
the bill because I think the best plan under the circumstances has been 
arrived at between the Commonwealth and the Federal Government. 

My understanding is that in the not too remote future unless some- 
thing were done certain part of those piers would cave in and of 
course, there would be many other questions arise. And the Federal 
Government just can’t permit that to happen. 

The CHarrman. The Commonwealth, under your bill will contrib- 
ute 10 percent or $1,100,000. 

Mr. McCormack. Exactly. And then I think—and take over the 
maintenance. And there is a recapture clause. I think it is a most 
satisfactory working out of an unusual, somewhat embarrassing situ- 
ation. So I am strongly supporting the arrangements arrived at, al- 
though until they were arrived at I took the firm position that it was 
the responsibility of the Federal Government. 

The Cuairman. The lease will extend over periods of not more 
than 50. 

Mr. McCormack. Exactly. 

The original lease 25 years. Then there was a right of renewal not 
to exceed as I understand, 50 years. 

The Cuairman. Fifty. 

Mr. McCormack. With the right of recapture. 

Now, we are hopeful that the committee in its wisdom will act 
a upon the bill and include it in the present public works 

ill. 

Now, there are several other members—I don’t want to take up too 
much time. 

Mr. Brooks. I think the important thing, too, is that you will have 
that facility available for emergencies. 

Mr. That is right exactly. 

Mr. Brooks. It will be in perfect shape for emergencies. 

Mr. McCormack. It is there and will be available. And it is a 
magnificent plan. 

Now, I am going to be here because I have no other committee ap- 
pointments this morning, fortunately, but there are other members 
and we know the problems that confront them. 

Might I with the permission of the chairman and the members 
of the committee call them and then if there are any questions that 
any member desires to ask of me I will be here and available. 

r. Rivers. May I inquire, Mr. Chairman? 

The CHarrMan. Yes. 

Mr. Rivers. What is the condition of this pier now ? 

Is it usable now, Mr. McCormack? 

Mr. McCormack. It is being used, yes, but of course, based upon 
information that I have received, unless this bill is enacted into law 
and the appropriations made or unless the Federal Government or 
the Congress makes the full appropriations for the repairs, then they 
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will have to close up an important part of the pier, and nobody 
knows what will happen to the piers themselves, the underpinning, 
although as it stands now if there are no appropriations made they 
would cave in, 

But I just can’t imagine that happening, because that just couldn't 


happen. 
Mr. Rivers. Something has to be done immediately for the Govern- 
ment to have this cal property in reserve if the time comes? 

Mr. McCormack. Based upon information that I have received, 
Congressman Rivers, it is a matter of immediate action. When I say 
immediate action, the repairs have to be made within the immediate 
future. 

Mr. Rivers. The committee knows of the great contribution that 
was done up there during the war. I heartily concur with what you 
have told the committee. 

Mr. McCormack. Well, thank you very much. 

ty Harpy. Mr. Chairman, I wonder if I might ask just one ques- 
tion 

The Cuarrman. Mr. Hardy. - 

Mr. Harpy. I think by all means steps ought to be taken to restore 
this pier into usable condition. But I wonder—it is my. understand- 
ing that the Maritime Administration has been notified by the Army 
of a of the permit under which Maritime has control, effec- 
tive July 1. 

Now, I wonder whether that action was in anticipation of the ap- 
proval in the public works bill of this particular proposal ? 

Mr. McCormack. I would rather have some representative of the 
Army answer that. But without being bound, I don’t think that that 


action was taken in anticipation of this bill. I think probably that 
action was taken in anticipation of the Army taking back complete 
jurisdiction. Because it had jurisdiction, as I understood it. 

The Army taking back akon eer with a view to lack of appro- 


riations and then the fatality happening, whatever the fatality might 

ave been to the pier. I think really that was the reason why. But 
I would prefer that you would ask that question of the representative 
of the Army. 

Mr. Harpy. Mr. Chairman, I think we ought to clear that up, be- 
cause I do understand within the last 2 or 3 days the Army has acted 
in that connection. 

The Cuarrman, Might the Chair say that he has no desire to cut 
this hearing short, but there are hundreds of items—— 

Mr. McCormack. I know that. 

The Cuarrman. In this huge bill. 

I think the letter from the Secretary of the Army and the state- 
ment of the gentleman, Mr. McCormack, give us a pretty clear pic- 
ture, and since we have General Carter of the Army here I thought 
we might hear him at this point. 

Certainly, the record should note that the gentlewoman Mrs. Rogers 
and Mr. Wigglesworth, Mr. Goodwin, Mr. Nicholson, Mr. Curtis, as 
well as—— 


Mr. McCormack. Mr. Goodwin. 
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The Cuarrman. I named Mr. Goodwin. see that many here, along 
with Mr. Bates and Mr. Philbin, members of our committee, who are 
very much interested in this bill. 

I might also state for the sake of the record that Senator Salton- 
stall, chairman of the Committee on Armed Services in the Senate, 
called me Saturday and expressed his strong support of this measure, 
asking that the committee give it our most serious, and, he hoped, 
favorable consideration. 

Along with that, sir, was a telegram I received from the Governor 
of the Commonwealth of Massachusetts, which I think it would be 
appropriate to read into the record at this point. 

0 you have that ? 

Mr. Ketirner. No, sir, I do not. 

Mr. Smarr. I can get it and insert it. 

The Cuarrman. All right, we will insert it. 

It is in strong support of this particular project. 

(The telegram is as follows :) 

I have just been advised that McCormack bill filed on behalf of the entire 
Massachusetts House delegation is coming before you in executive session 
Tuesday morning. This bill would permit the Federal Government to carry 
out in cooperation with the Commonwealth of Massachusetts absolutely essential 
repairs on the Army base pier in Boston in accordance with an agreement 
reached after long negotiations by the Army engineers and the Commonwealth. 
Because of unsafe condition of pier and its major importance both to the Fed- 
eral Government, and to the Commonwealth I urge as strongly as I know how 
your favorable consideration of this measure. Would greatly appreciate your 
advising your colleagues with respect to deep interest Massachusetts has in this 


matter. With warm personal regards, 
CHRISTIAN A. HERTER. 


Mr. McCormack. And 

Mrs. Rogers. May I file a statement? 

The Cuarrman. Yes, we would be very happy to have a statement 
from any Member of the Massachusetts delegation. 

(The statement of Mrs. Rogers is as follows :) 


I have been informed that the Department of the Army has no current require- 
ment for the pier facilities at the Boston Army Base but would require such 
facilities for mobilization purposes. Accordingly, the Department requested 
no funds for the repair of the facilities at the Boston Army Base in the fiscal 
year 1955 public works bill and the fiseal year 1955 military construction appro- 
priation bill. 

The foregoing action can best be described as a hands-off policy. It neglects 
to consider the real state of deterioration of the pier facilities, and invites dis- 
aster and the inordinate expense which could conceivably result from further 
deterioration. The catastrophe which would result from collapse of the pier 
would not only be primarily expensive in the avoidable loss of life and property, 
but would be doubly expensive in the loss of the facilities to the port of Boston 
and in the cost of removing the debris from and reopening the channel. 

The other alternative lines of action available to the Congress are as follows: 

(a) Authorize funds to dismantle certain portions of the wharf structures to 
reduce the existing danger of collapse. I understand that various estimates of 
the costs of this work vary from 1.3 to 4.3 million dollars depending on the 
degree of relative permanency and safety to be obtained. This alternative is 
manifestly unsatisfactory by reason of the fact that it would render unusable the 
piers themselves, and deprives the facilities of any real economic value either 
to the Army for mobilization purposes or to the port of Boston for commercial 
purposes. 

This alternative would likewise be expensive from the viewpoints of the initial 
cost with no prospect of a return on the investment, and from the continuing 
long-term annual costs for maintenance of the hulk. 
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(b) Authorize funds for the rehabilitation of the pier. The estimated costs 
of this work range from 9.37 to 13.28 million dollars depending on the service- 
ability, anticipated service life, and estimated future costs of maintenance. 

Certainly, this alternative is much more preferable and advantageous than 
the other alternatives providing for inactivity and removal which I have pre- 
viously discussed. 

H. R. 9099 authorizes and provides for satisfactory rehabilitation of these 
pier facilities at nominal cost. In addition to providing for rehabilitation with 
an estimated service life of 60 years, the construction plan is practical and eco- 
nomical from the viewpoints of safety, both during and after construction and 
subsequent maintenance charges. 

Under this bill the work necessary to rehabilitate the pier facilities and put 
them in workable condition would be done by the United States. Thereafter, 
upon execution of the lease to the Commonwealth of Massachusetts, the obliga- 
tion of maintenance would rest on the Commonwealth which would be authorized 
to sublease. In the event of a uational emergency and a determination by the 
Secretary of the Army that the pier is necessary for military purposes, the Army 
would have a right to reoccupy it. 

The Commonwealth would thus most properly contribute to the repair cost of 
the facility, and will in turn be able to utilize the revenue derived from operation 
to recover the funds contributed for repairs and to further develop commercial 
use by the port of Boston. 

The Boston Army Base is an asset in which the Federal taxpayers have already 
invested a substantial amount of money, which is valuable to the Nation in 
peacetime as an aid to international trade and to our general economy, and which 
po Bamenny of war or national emergency is of vital importance to our national 
defense. 

Failure to restore these facilities now would mean that our future mobilization 
efforts would be delayed while the base was reconstructed or reconverted, a delay 
which could well be crucial. The Boston Army Base Pier is the only pier in 
Boston suitable for use as a port of embarkation in time of war. It has a direct, 
spacious, and uncongested approach from the city and provides for both railway 
ears and trucks. It has ample office and warehouse space. During World War 
Il, the facilities were activated by the Army in 2 months, and handled millions 
of tons of military cargo and was in constant use as a port of embarkation. The 
remaining facilities in Boston Harbor are insufficient for purposes of such 
magnitude. 

Similarly, the pier facilities of the Boston Army Base is an integral part of 
Boston's shipping industry. In 1953, it was used by more than 300 general 
cargo ships, about 25 percent of Boston's total. 

It is estimated that if the 326 ships which berthed at the Army base in 1953 
had not come to Boston, the revenue loss to the port area would have been 
more than $3.5 million. 

This commerce provided jobs for thousands of railroad workers, truckers, 
and longshoremen. The necessity to properly restore and maintain these superior 
facilities appears self-evident in view of the objectives of the administration 
to expand international trade; the Army pier provides approximately 30 percent 
of the berthing piers available in Boston. 

Mr. Chairman, I urge that the Congress recognize the responsibility of the 
Federal Government to undertake the rehabilitation of this valuable national 
asset Which as I have pointed out is valuable to the Nation in peacetime as an 
aid to international trade and to the general economy, and in time of war is 
of critical importance to our national defense. 

The Congress has an obligation to the taxpayers in this matter to insure the 
security of our Nation, to maintain the local economy, and to preclude those 
greater expenditures which would be incurred in the future through failure to 
vuthorize rehabilitation at this time. 


The Cuarrman. We will include all your statements at this point. 
They will be included in the record. 

And if you don’t mind, remaining for just a few minutes, we will 
hear General Carter and if he brings up any questions that need 


to be answered, perhaps you can be of assistance in helping us resolve 
it. 
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Mr. Goopwin. Mr. Chairman, may I have the privilege of submit- 
ting a statement ? 
e Coamman. Yes. 
Mr. Goopwin. It is very vital, I think, to Massachusetts. 
(The statement of Mr. Goodwin is as follows :) 


STATEMENT OF ANGIER L. GOopwiIn, EIGHTH MASSACHUSETTS DistTRICT ON 
McCorMack Bruit Boston ArMy BASE 


Mr. Chairman, I am Angier L. Goodwin, representing the Eighth Massachu- 
setts Congressional District. I am enthusiastically in favor of this bill. Both 
from a military and an econemic viewpoint it would be a wise investment. The 
South Boston Army Base has always been considered of great importance as a 
part of strategic military planning and it would seem to be the part of good 
planning now to take advantage of this opportunity to take such legislative ac- 
tion as will insure that this facility be kept alive. 

Apart from consideration of the bill from the standpoint of the national in- 
terest, it is ef extreme importance to Massachusetts. From the economic view- 
point, it ought not to be necessary to point out to your committee that the 
prosperity of Massachusetts and in fact all New England depends in large 
measure upon the activity and prosperity of the port of Boston. And so I 
urge upon your committee favorable action on this proposal. 


The Cuatrman. Fine. 

Mr. WiaeteswortH. May | have a similar privilege? 

The Cuarrman. Mr. Goodwin, Mr. Wigglesworth, Mr. Curtis—all 
of you—Mrs. Rogers, Mr. Nicholson. 

(The statement is as follows :) 


STATEMENT FOR INCLUSION IN HEARINGS ON H. R. 9099, A Birt To AUTHORIZE 
THE SECRETARY OF THE ARMy To LEASE, TO THE COMMONWEALTH OF MaAssa- 
CHUSETTS, PorTIONS or THE BostoN ARMY BASE IN THE Port or Bosron 


Mr. WIGGLESWORTH. Mr. Chairman, I simply want to emphasize that a com- 
panion bill has been introduced in the Senate by both Senator Saltonstall and 
Senator Kennedy ; that the objective of this bill is sponsored, insofar as I know, 
by every Member of the Massachusetts congressional delegation; that our former 
colleague, now Governor of Massachusetts, Gov. Christian A. Herter, has filed 
with the committee a telegram, which I understand will be included in this 
record, indicating his deep interest in this bill, and that there is great concern 
in Massachusetts over the possible abandonment of the Army facilities in 
question. 

I understand that the Federal Government made an original investment in 
the Boston Army Base of $28 million and that since that time several million 
dollars more have been put into it. I further understand that it is estimated 
it would cost between $75 and $100 million to replace the facilities in question. 

The Army base, I am told, includes about one-fourth of the covered berthing 
space in the port of Boston, as well as an 8-story warehouse, a half-dozen sheds 
with something under 700,000 square feet of floorspace, can accommodate some 
100 railway cars or trucks, and is approached by a channel 30 feet in depth at 
mean low water. 

I understand that it is the only pier north of New York which can properly 
serve as a port of military embarkation in time of war. 

It played a very great part in World War II, handling millions of tons of 
supplies and equipment. It would undoubtedly play a very great part in any 
subsequent war. 

The bill is supported by the Department of the Army because of the importance 
of this facility in time of emergency. 

It seems to me it would be most unwise to throw away an investment of over 
$30 million in a facility which is essential in time of war, with a crippling effect 
to the port of Boston, when by appropriate agreement between the Federal 
Government and the Commonwealth of Massachusetts the facility can be rehabili- 
tated in accordance with the provisions of this bill and thereafter be maintained 
by the Commonwealth of Massachusetts. 
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I trust that the committee will see its way clear to make possible the objective 
sought in this legislation. 

My colleague, Mr. Nicholson, who has been compelled to leave this hearing 
before testifying, asks me to state that he joins me in this statement. 

The Cuarmayn, All right. 

Mr. Brooxs. Mr. Chairman, I think it would be appropriate if we 
asked perhaps Mr. Wigglesworth, if we put this through, whether 
we are going to get money on it or not? = [ pa 

Mr. Rivers. Mr. Chairman, I think—off the record. 

(Statement off the record.) 

The Cuarrman. This committee is quite as tough as the Appropria- 
tions Committee. 

Mr. Rivers. That is right. 

The Cnarrman. I have to crawl on my hands and knees for months 
begging for a miserable pittance, but we won’t go into that. 

We are broadminded and bighearted and generous. I see—— 

Mr. Rivers. They have also relieved us of our responsibility to 
legislate. 

The Crarrman. Yes. 

Senator Kennedy has just entered. We are glad to see you, Senator. 

Senator Kennepy. Thank you, Mr. Chairman. 

The CHarrman. And all of your old comrades over here. Mr. 
Curtis, do you wish to be heard briefly ¢ 

Mr. Curtis. I would like 1 minute, because I am due to attend 
another committee meeting. 

The CuarrMan. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Curtis. I would like to point out what an unfortunate thing 
it would be not only for Greater Boston but the whole of Massa- 
chusetts to have the Army come in and build a beautiful installation 
like that, which everybody looks at with pride, and then to let it all 
go to ruin. It would be a bad thing for the district. 

I don’t think that is a fair way for the Federal Government to 
treat one of our States and important municipalities. 

The CuarrmMan. Fine, Mr. Curtis. 

The junior Senator from Massachusetts just arrived, and I take it 
his presence lends his approval. 

Mr. Smarr. Senater Kennedy has a statement for the record. 
May I introduce it at this time? 

The Cuarrman. All right, we will include it. 

(The statement of Senator Kennedy is as follows:) 

I appreciate the opportunity to speak briefly on behalf of this measure 
which is of such vital importance to the economic health of my State and region. 

If Congress should choose to take no action with respect to the Boston Army 
Base pier, we would be openly inviting the disaster which would occur when its 
steadily deteriorating steel skirt and pilings collapse, and the whole base slides 
into Boston Harbor. Thus, doing nothing would in the end be more expensive 
than the bill before you today: expensive in loss of life and property ; expensive 
in the loss of the facilities of the port of Boston, which are of high value to 
the Army as an emergency port of embarkation and to New England as an 
excellent port of international trade; and expensive to the Federal Government 
in the amount of funds which Congress would be required to appropriate in order 
to remove the collapsed wreck from the channel. 

Moreover, even in the absence of such a scandalous calamity, a do-nothing 
policy on our part could be based only upon the hope that the property wil! 
be acquired for private industrial use, which, even if feasible, would impair 
the use of these facilities by the Army and for international trade. 
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Similarly, I do not think it is in the interests of sound economy to authorize: 
only those halfway measures which have been suggested as alternative methods 
of preventing the eventual collapse of these facilities. 

Of the two such plans which the Corps of Engineers informed me were possible, 
the first would provide satisfactory safety for not more than 10 years, when 
we would be faced with the same problem all over again; and the second, which 
would cost nearly half as much as the amount contained in the pending measure, 
would render the pier unusable, and thus waste the Federal taxpayers’ invest- 
ment which has been computed (on the basis of replacement value) at from 
$75 million to $100 million. 

Thus, I urge your committee to act favorably upon this bill, in order that 
the pier may be fully and economically rehabilitated so as to serve the Nation 
in time of peace and war. Certainly it is wiser to take this step now than to be 
subsequently faced with the necessity of hasty, costly rehabilitation in an 
emergency. Inasmuch as the bill provides for participation in the initial rehabili- 
tation and full responsibility for subsequent maintenance by the Commonwealth 
of Massachusetts, it provides a real opportunity for the type of Federal-State 
partnership which is beneficial to the needs of both Governments, 

Mr. Brooks. ty couldn’t we hear from Senator Kennedy ? 

The CHarrman. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Brooks. He has come all the way across here. 

The CuatrmMan. We will be glad to hear from him. That is the 
reason I called him. 

Mr. Pum. Another Massachusetts Member just arrived. 

The CHarrMan. Massachusetts is well represented on this com- 
mittee. We have members of the majority and minority parties, so: 
you can get almost anything you want. 

Senator Kennedy. 

Senator Kennepy. Mr. Chairman, this base is of vital importance 
to, I think, the Army and to the port of Boston, to the maritime indus- 
try and to the people who work on the waterfront. 

I think the problem we are faced with now is: If we don’t repair 
it what should we do with it. 

To really put the base on ice so it would not be a potential menace 
to navigation and to the lives of the people permanently and to the 
lives of the people who work around the base, it would probably cost 
up to $514 million according to the bid of Fay, Spofford & Thorndike. 
So it would cost $5 million to put this $75 million base out of com- 
mission. It seems to me that we should be willing to appropriate 
some money, at least that much and some more, to put it in commis- 
sion, keep it as a reserve base for the Army, keep it as a tremendous 
addition to the maritime potential of the Atlantic coast, and also to 
provide work for several thousands of men who are dependent upon 
the base. 

So I think when we consider what it would take to retire it, what its 
replacement value is today, the value it would be to the Army in 
case of another war, and the value that it is to the State of Massa- 
chusetts and to the men who work on the waterfront, it seems to me 
that it deserves support, this bill which would provide for its repair 
and keep it in operation. 

The Cxuatrman. If the pier is repaired and made usable, it would 
be operated at this time. It would be used for commercial and 
industrial purposes? 

Senator Kennepy. That is right. 

T think it takes care of about one-third of all the ships that come: 
into the port of Boston. 
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What I think is the important point, Mr. Chairman, is you just 
can’t let this base go. It is just not a question of the Army with- 
drawing and then nothing being done about it. Because no private 
company will take it over in its present state, and be responsible for 
the liabilities. 

Therefore, as I say, you are faced with having this pier collapse 
almost any time, collapse into the harbor. To prevent that from 
happening, even for a period of 10 years would cost $114 million. 

Te pull it down permanently so it wouldn’t fall into the harbor, as 
I say, would cost $5'% million. 

This way we can repair it for $9 million so that it will last for 60 
years, at a yearly cost, amortized, of about $250,000 to $300,000. 

The State of Massachusetts is making a contribution. They will 
be responsible for its repair and maintenance after that date. So that 
instead of having to pay $5 million to retire a $75 million structure, 
we will be able to spend $9 million and have this structure in use for a 
period of 60 years. 

The CHatrman. Of course, the big thing on the basis of broad 
mobilization: It is absolutely essential for our national defense. 

Senator Kennepy. That is right. 

The Cuarrman. And in ease of emergency, you couldn’t construct 
this pier over night. 

Senator Kennepy. That is right. 

It isa $75 to $100 million structure, and it would take at least a year, 
even working 24 hours. 

The Cuairman. Fine. Thank you very much, Senator. 

Senator Kennapy. Thank you. 

Mr. Brooks. The only question, Senator, is whether or not the 
State of Massachusetts has a chance to use it in the interim and we have 
it available for emergencies. 

Senator Kennepy. Well, I went up there some while ago and as 
you may know, Congressman, these holes have begun to appear in 
the structure. If one chain breaks, this could go in today. e Army 
engineers have stated they would not guarantee its life beyond a 
day. It may last another year and it may go in today. All it has 
to do is break one of those bands that surrounds it, and the whole thing 
will go. It will go into the harbor. It would be a menace to naviga- 
tion. It willthreaten lives. As I say, to prevent that from happening, 
even putting it on ice, would cost $514 million to just tear it down. 

To spend that amount. of money to tear it down when it is an asset 
to national defense, and to the whole maritime industry before such 
an emergency came, seems to me to be a waste of money. 

There just seems to be no way of walking away from the base and 
let it collapse, and even then, you will have to remove it. 

The Cuarmman. A very plausible statement. Thank you very much 
for you views. 

Senator Kennepy. Mr. Chairman, I speak also for Senator 
Saltonstall. He had a meeting of the Committee on Armed Services. 

Mr. Muuier. You can see your broad experienee as a naval seaman. 

Mr. Rivers. He knows whereof he speaks, having had his early 
training in the Charleston Navy Yard. 

The Cuarrman. General Carter? 


4649 


General Carrer. Mr. Chairman, and gentlemen, there is very little 
I can add to the statement which Mr. Stevens has submitted in his 
letter. 

The Department of the Army is in favor of the passage of this bill. 
I believe it would probably be somewhat simpler if it was put as an 
amendment to the public-works bill now before you. 

I will be glad to answer any questions that any of the members 
have. 

Mr. McCormack. Mr. Hardy had a question. Will you answer 
that one 

General Carrer. In connection with Mr. Hardy's question about 
the Maritime Commission, the Maritime Commission advised us early 
this year, I believe it was January, that they wished to terminate 
their permit to not only this pier but the other property of the Army 
which they have under permit in Philadelphia. 

It was not involved in the repair job. The cian for this pier to 
the Maritime Commission gave them responsibility for maintenance 
of the superstructure only and not the substructure. 

Mr. Harpy. Let me ask you this. 

What is the net effect of your taking it back, General? Whether or 
not this legislation is passed, on July 1, it will become your respon- 
sibility, both the substructure and the superstructure, would it not? 

General Carrer. That is right. 

The substructure which this bill involves—as a matter of fact, some 
of the funds included are for rehabilitation of the superstructure, 
but the management, about $10 million, is for the substructure. That 
is our responsibility now, and has been all along. 

Mr. Rivers. Mr. Chairman, may I inquire¢ If this is going to 
restore this installation are—you are going to have to have eiditionsl 
money. If you are going to ask for additional money, why don’t you 
do your whole planning now in order to save money. 

eneral Carrer. This is the whole job, Mr. Rivers. 

Mr. Rivers. You are sure of that ? 

General Carrer. Yes, sir. 

This will provide a port in place concrete gravity retaining wall 
wround the structure. It is estimated the life is 60 years. Actually, 
as you all know, some of the quays in France have been there over 100 
years. This will permanently repair the structure. 

Mr. Rivers. You testified this, plus the contribution of the Com- 
monwealth of Massachusetts, represents the total amount of money 
necessary ¢ 

General Carrer. That is right, sir. 

Mr. Rivers. To restore this installation ¢ 

Genera! Carrer. That is right. 

Mr. Rivers. All right. 

Mr. Brooks. General. it will facilitate you to—— 

The Cuaimrman. Mr. Doyle. 

Mr. Doyie. I think Mr. Chairman, it should be noted that in line 
2 on page 2, there is an express provision that if any other portion 
of the base is to be leased or used by the Commonwealth or under their 
leases, it is only by express permission of the Secretary of the Army, 
previously given. 
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It seems to me that is a wise provision. 

So that it goes beyond the pier. It goes to the other portions of the 
base, but only with the approval of the Secretary. 

Mr. Harpy. Mr. Chairman—— 

Mr. Brooks. I think it ought to be approved, Mr. Chairman. 

Mr. Rivers. Without objection. 

The Carman. Mr. Hardy. 

Mr. Harpy. I just didn’t quite finish what I was trying to clear 
up a minute ago, Mr. Chairman. 

Irrespective of the passage of this bill, the Army has the responsi- 
bility for keeping that pier from falling into the harbor, isn’t that 
right ? 

General Carrer. That is correct, sir. 

Mr. Harpy. So that actually from the standpoint of authority, you 
don’t have to have this bill to authorize you to maintain that pier / 

General Carrer. Well, there is a complication in that, Mr. Hardy. 
Normally speaking, this would be a maintenance job and come in M. 
& O. funds and not require specific authorization. 

But the directives under which we operate from the Bureau of the 
Budget and the Secretary of the Defense are that repair jobs of this 
magnitude must be authorized before any funds are requested, which 
isthe reason we have come in for this authorization. 

Now, this bill, of course, carries other things. It authorizes us to 
lease and so on. 

Mr. Harpy. I understand that. 

But the point that I am getting at is whether or not you had this 
authority, you have a responsibility for repairing that pier or doing 
something to keep it from clogging up the harbor. 

General Carrer. As a matter of Pret. if it falls in, we have the re- 
sponsibility to get it out. 

Mr. Harpy. To get it out. 

That is right. 

Mr. Minter. How much would that cost ? 

General Carrer. It is variously estimated to be from 15 to 30 million. 

The Cuatrman. Mr. Bates. 

Mr. Bares. Mr. Chairman, I don't want to reiterate what has been 
said here so well by so many members of the Massachusetts delegation, 
but it seems to me that we are going to save perhaps 100 million by tak- 
ing this action today. , 

3ecause in the event of a national emergency a pier of this magnitude 
would have to be available and present in Boston. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, in view of the arguments that have been 
made—TI have personally been on this pier several times, I realize the 
condition that has developed—and if there are no further questions, 
Mr. Chairman, I move that this resolution be adopted as a special sec- 
tion of the public works bill. aitah 

Mr. CunNiNGUAM. Second the motion. ‘4 

Mr. Brooxs. Mr. Chairman, I think our colleague, Mr, Philbin, 
wanted to ask a question. He is from Massachusetts. 

Mr. Pras. No. I want to, second the motion. I was going to 
second the motion that was made by the distinguished gentleman, my 
friend, from Massachusetts. 
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The Crairman. Fine. It has been moved by Mr. Bates and see- 
onded by Mr. Philbin that H. R. 9099 be added as an amendment to 
H. R. 8726. 

All in favor, say “Aye.” 

Opposed, “No.” 

It is unanimously adopted. 

Mr. McCormack. Thank you very much. 

The Crarrman. You can send the Massachusetts delegation on its 
way, rejoicing. 

Mr. McCormack. Thank you very much, Mr. Chairman and mem- 
bers of the committee. 

The Coarrman. You are welcome. 


Hovse or Representatives, 
CoMMITrEE ON ArMED SERVICES, 
Washington, D. C., Friday, May 21, 1954. 


EXECUTIVE SESSION 


(The committee met at 10 a. m., Hon. Dewey Short, chairman of the 
committee, presiding. ) 

The Cuairman. The committee will please be in order. 

Members of the committee will recall that at the conclusion of yes- 
terday’s meeting the Chair asked Secretary Floete and Admiral Jelley 
to meet with him in my office to discuss the housing bill and particu- 
larly whether it should be an amendment to the military public works 
bill. 

I believe I expressed the views of the committee when I told Seere- 
tary Floete that I was quite sure that the committee needed more 
detailed information before it could intelligently consider the $350 
million family housing request. 

It is my thought, therefore, that the committee should consider the 
family housing as a separate matter, and not as an amendment to 
H. R. 8726. ; 

It is my further intention to start hearings on the family housing 
bill on Thursday, the 3d of June, at which time I have reason to 
believe we can have a bill with such limitations and controls and 
with such reasonably detailed information with respect to criteria and 
so forth as will allow a forceful presentation on the floor of the House. 
I might say that I discussed this matter not only with Secretary 
Floete and Admiral Jelley but I had our counsels there, Mr. Smart 
and Mr. Kelleher. 

I discussed the matter also with the Speaker, Speaker Martin and 
with the majority floor leader, Mr. Halleck. This fits into their plans 
and program. And since housing is an enormous item—it is a long- 
range program—lI think that it deserves special consideration. And 
we will give it the highest priority. But certainly, we don’t want to 
run the risk of jeopardizing or endangering the passage of this 
publie works bill by loading it down with an amendment that hasn't 
received the consideration which I think it should receive and when 
the committee members do not have the knowledge and information 
to back it up on the floor. So it is to the mutual advantage of everyone 
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concerned, which is all of us, not only this committee and the Depart- 
ment of Defense, but to the services themselves, I think, that we handle 
the matter in this fashion. 

The Cuarman. So this morning, we will return to the various 
residual matters in the bill, including proposed amendments. 

Mr. Quarles, Assistant Secretary of Defense for Research and De- 
velopment is with us, and I think perhaps we should take up first the 
proposed amendment for the Arnold Engineering Development Center 
in Fenesis. That is down at Tullahoma. The members of this 

committee are more or less acquainted with this highly important and 
most vital project of research and development where we have selec- 
tive scientists and engineers gathered from all over the world who are 
engaged in pretty highly classified work. 

It is malty more or less of a secret matter. I think perhaps Mr. 
Quarles can discuss in open meeting here, without revealing too much 
data. You can treat this confidential, Mr. Secretary, and tell us what 
you think the committee needs to hear in order to act intelligently on 
this particular item. 

Mr. This is closed. 

The CuatrmMan. We are in closed session ? 

Mr. Keiiener. Yes, sir. 

The Cuatrrman. Well, I hope that everyone present will treat this 
as confidential information in executive session. 

We are very happy to have you, Secretary Quarles. Most of the 
members are rather fully informed on this project and are acquainted 
with it, I think we should have a detailed statement from you this 
morning because of its cost and importance. 

Secretary Quarters. Thank you, Mr. Chairman, very much. 

Shall I assume that the members have not had an opportunity to 
read my statement and therefore that I should make that first. 

The Cuatrman. Yes. Start right from the beginning. 

Secretary Quartes. Perhaps go over that first. 

One of my functions as Assistant Secretary of Defense for Research 
and Development is to make recommendations to the Secretary of 
Defense on proposed public works programs at research and develop- 
ment stations and also to collaborate with the Assistant Secretary of 
Defense for Properties and Installations. 

As the Arnold Engineering Development Center at Tullahoma, 
Tenn., is one of the largest ine most important research and develop- 
ment stations within the Department oF Defense, Mr. Floete, Assist- 
ant Secretary for Defense for Properties and Installations, has asked 
me to present a few facts concerning this station and the proposed 
legislation which you are now considering. 

na I am sure you gentlemen are familiar with the history of 
the Arnold Engineering Development Center, I feel that it might be 
worthwhile for me to give a brief review of the background of this 
station. 

At the close of World War IT, the Air Force requested its Scientific 
Advisory Board, headed by Dr. Theodore Von Karman, to study the 
needs of the United States for facilities that would insure our world 
leadership in the field of aeronautics and guided missiles. 

By the end of 1946, a report was completed, known as the Von 
Karman report, which recommended the construction of a new re- 
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search and development station in the Columbia River Basin, Wash. 
The cost of this station was originally estimated at $536 million. 

The Von Karman report was submitted to the Joint Research and 
Development Board in February i947; however, agreement was not 
reached as to the location of the new center until hearings held at a 
later date resulted in the selection of Camp Forrest, Tenn. 

By May 1948, the Research and Development Board had reviewed 
and approved a $175 million construction program that would provide 
an engine test facility, a gas dynamics facility, a propulsion wind 
tunnel, and necessary supporting facilities. Congress authorized by 
Public Law 415, 81st Congress, dated October 27, 1949, a $100 million 
construction program and later increased this to $175,500,000 by Pub- 
lic Law 799, 81st Congress, dated September 21, 1950. 

In fiseal year 1953, an additional $12 million was authorized by 
Public Law 534, 82d Congress, and in fiscal year 1954 another incre- 
ment of $10 million was authorized by Public Law 209, 83d Congress, 
bringing the total authorized to date to $179,500,000. (The amount 
authorized to date, plus the proposed package program of $73,500,000 
now before Congress, will bring the cost of the center to a total of 
$253 million. ) 

Description: The mission of the Arnold Engineering Development 
Center is to provide the facilities necessary for development by indus- 
try and evaluation by the military of aircraft and guided-missile pro- 
pulsion system and components under reliably reproduced flight con- 
ditions at transonic and supersonic speeds. 

The main technical facilities at Arnold Engineering Development 
Center consist of the following: 

1. The engine test facility will have 3 test chambers and a test 
bed which will be used to carry out research, development, and evalua- 
tion programs on turbojet, turboprop, and certain ram-jet engines 
under flight conditions and altitudes up to about 80,000 feet. 

Temperatures as low as — 120° can be reached. 

Approximately 75,000 horsepower are required to operate the com- 
pressor and exhauster system of this facility. An extension to this 
facility is being constructed in which the largest ram-jet engines now 
contemplated can be tested. Two test cells are being provided for this 
purpose. And additional 75,000 horsepower is required, at peak con- 
ditions, to provide the necessary airflow for testing these large ram- 
jet engines. 

The facility is composed essentially of five basic components: Air 
refrigeration and drying equipment, air supply compressor, test cham- 
bers, exhaust gas coolers, and exhausters. When ready to test, the 
engine is completely installed on its “bed” moving on railroad tracks. 
Each test chamber has a control room complete with requisite instru- 
mentation. Data will be rapidly processed by a large digital-type 
computing machine and corrected test results will be quickly available 
to test personnel. Comparable recording and computing facilities 
will also be installed in the propulsion wind tunnel and the gas dy- 
namics facilities. 

2. The propulsion wind tunnel will actually consist of 2 large loops 
or individual tunnels, 1 transonic, and 1 supersonic, each having 16- 
foot square test sections. The tunnel is designed to accomplish full- 
scale developmental testing of the largest ram-jet and turbojet power- 
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plants as actually installed in the full-scale missile or aircraft. This 
requires much larger and more extensive equipment than is needed 
for the engine alone. In addition, certain aerodynamic models can 
be tested. 

Perhaps I should interrupt there to say that when we say as actually 
installed in the full-scale aircraft, we mean, of course, as actually 
installed in such part of the aircraft as would have an effect on the 
performance of the engine. 

It, of course, does not include the whole aircraft. 

Both the transonic and supersonic circuits of the tunnel are powered 
by one set of drive motors of 216,000 horsepower total capacity. Each 
circuit has its own set of compressors which include the largest rotat- 
ing machine ever constructed. 

Coolers installed within the tunnel circuits provide means of simu- 
lating standard altitude temperatures. At maximum flow rates, these 
coolers will circulate water at a rate equivalent to that of a city the 
size of Washington, D. C. 

The velocity in the supersonic test section is controlled by a nozzle 
with flexible walls 16 feet high and 57 feet long. The pressure in the 
tunnel circuits can be varied from 2 atmospheres to that equivalent 
to an altitude of 100,000 feet. Temperature conditions matching those 
obtained in actual flight through a wide range of speeds and altitude 
can be provided. The transonic circuit is designed to explore the 

articularly complicated phenomena accompanying the transition 

‘tween subsonic and supersonic airflow. 

3. The gas dynamics facility consists of a group of smaller super- 
sonic wind tunnels which will be used for the developmental testing 
of models of aircraft, projectiles, and missiles designed to operate at 
extremely high speeds. Some of these tunnels operate in the hyper- 
sonic range (greater than five times the speed of sound). The pri- 
mary air mover is an extremely versatile compressor plant containing 
6 axial and 6 centrifugal compressors, driven by electric motors total- 
ing almost 100,000 horsepower. An auxiliary compressor group, 
which includes vacuum pumps and centrifugal and reciprocating 
compressors, is augmented by a vacuum sphere and a large high- 
pressure air storage tube. 

The facility occupies an area approximately 400 feet by 500 feet. 
There are 3 buildings, 1 containing the compressor equipment and its 
controls; 1 housing the laboratory and engineering rooms and 2 major 
wind tunnels (each with a test area 40 inches square) ; and 1 contain- 
ing 2 smaller (12 inches square) wind tunnels. Much of the air duct- 
ing, and most of the air heating, cooling, and drying equipment, is in 
a large exposed area lying between the compressor building and the 
two tunnel buildings. 

The flexible power system of this facility will make it possible to 
provide test data or test specimens over widely varying speed, altitude, 
and temperature conditions, 

Present status: Through fiscal year 1954 a total of $179.5 million 
has been made available by Congress for the construction of the Arnold 
Engineering Development Center. Of this amount approximately 
$160 million has been obligated. As of now, the bulk of the supporting 
facilities has been installed, one section of the gas dynamies facility 
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(tunnel E-1) is complete and considerable progress has been made on 
the technical facilities which will be common to the other sections. 

The Cuatrman. How much money has altogether been spent today ? 

Secretary Quartes. Sir, $160 million has been obligated but not 
that much, of course, has actually been paid out of the Treasury. 

The Cuarrman. You don’t know approximately how much we have 
spent ¢ 

Secretary Quartes. I don’t have that figure very well in mind. 
Perhaps General Mundell could help me. 

General Munpe.i. Approximately $90 million, I understand, sir, 
as expenditures. 

Secretary Quarues. You see, these very large and expensive facilities 
are on order from equipment manufacturers ; and ac tually most of the 
most expensive ones have not yet been delivered. 

The Cuatrman. That is right. 

Secretary Quartes. So only about $90 million has actually beer 
expended. 

The basic engine test facility is essentially complete with a few 
minor exc eptions, and the transonic section of the propulsion wind 
tunnel is scheduled for shakedown tests in early 1956. 

The total cost of the Arnold Engineering Development Center as 
now contemplated will considerably exceed the expected costs at the 
time the initial authorization bills were passed. Three main factors 
are responsible for this situation : 

First, the Arnold Engineering Development Center was started at 
about the time the conflict in Korea began and consequently costs were 
considerably increased by inflation. 

Second, many of the facilities are of such a nature and size—— 

The Cnarrman. That is cost both in wages and in materials? 

Secretary Quartes. Right, sir. 

The Yes. 

Second 

Secretary Quaries. Second, many of the facilities are of such a 
nature and size that there is little or no experience in this type of 
construction. As a result, it has been necessary to resort to cost-plus- 
fixed-fee contracts in most cases, and although estimates were made 
at the time the contracts were negotiated, the nov elty of the work 
has resulted in many cost overruns ‘of some magnitude. 

Probably the most outstanding example of this is the contract for 
the compressor and driver system for the propulsion wind tunnel, 
where at some difficulty we finally got one of the country’s largest 
manufacturers to take a contract on a cost-plus-fixed-fee basis for $18 
million, and before that contract was actually completed and for 
reasons that we judge to be valid as the work went on, the cost actually 
approximated $33 million for that one item. 

The third and probably most significant is the fact that certain units 
have been altered in design since they were originally conceived in 
1949 and 1950. This alteration has been made necessary in many 
cases because technical advances in power plant dev elopment made it 
mandatory to increase the size or capacity of the facility. In other 
cases, unforeseen design and fabrication difficulties made it impossible 
to follow the original plans. 
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Some examples of this are: 
(a) The incorporation of plenum pumping and the slotted throat 
into the design of the propulsion wind tunnel—a new development 
needed for the larger engines and which has greatly increased the 
utility of wind tunnels in the transonic ranye. 

(6) The ram-jet addition to the engine test facility, necessary be- 
cause of the increased emphasis on ram-jets in the guided missiles 
program. 

(c) The increase in the size of the test sections of the propulsion 
wind tunnel from 8 feet to 16 feet—square in cross section—another 
change needed to accommodate larger and larger power plants. 

(d) The design change from a 1-circuit design to a 2-circuit design 
cf the propulsion wind tunnel resulted when technical problems in- 
dicated that it was impractical to cover the desired speed range in 
1 circuit. 

Requirements: When I first assumed my present position in Sep- 
tember 1953, I was greatly concerned with the problem at the Arnold 
Engineering Development Center, and spent considerable time in 
personally ascertaining the need for this facility and its relationship 
to the overall program of research and development of the Depart- 
ment of Defense. The Bureau of the Budget was also concerned over 
the rapidly mounting costs of large wind tunnels. As a result, in 
December 1953, I was appointed chairman of a special ad hoe working 
group to review high-speed wind tunnels and large engine test fa- 
cilities within the Department of Defense. 

The group was composed of some of the best talent available within 
the three military departments, National Advisory Committee for 
Aeronautics, and the Office of the Secretary of Defense, and hundreds 
of man-hours were spent in studying the capabilities and workload 
of the existing and vs me facilities in this area. 

The study included not only the facilities within the Department 
of Defense but also those of the National Advisory Committee for 
Aeronautics, private industry, and educational institutions. From 
my “sara inquiries and the findings of the working group, I am 
firmly convinced that it is essential to place the Arnold Engineer 
Development Center in service as as weed as possible if our research 
and development in the area of guided missiles and high speed air- 
craft is not to be retarded and penalized. 

The package program: Although early completion of the facilit 
is of { owro importance, I also feel that a “businesslike” approac 
should be used in funding the uncompleted portions of the Arnold 
Engineering Development Center. To accomplish this, I have re- 
quested the Department of the Air Force to submit, in one complete 
package, its total minimum requirements for the completion of the 
Arnold Engineering Development Center as originally planned. 

This “package,” represented by the proposed legislation before you 
gentlemen, constitutes what the Department of Defense believes is the 
minimum required to complete initial construction and implementa- 
tion of this important facility, and the Secretary of Defense strongly 
supports each of the items contained therein. 

e total “package” amounts to $73.5 million and authorization is 
requested for this amount. The amount of obligational authority 
required during fiscal year 1955 will be the subject of other legislation. 
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As a condition to the support of the “package” program for the 
Arnold Engineering Development Center, the Secretary of Defense 
and the Department of the Air Force have reached certain agreements 
regarding the use of the funds included within this “package.” 

n general, it is agreed that: 

(a) In no case will the funds authorized for this “package” be used 
for the engineering or construction of items outside of this “package.” 

(6) The Department of Defense with the approval of Congress 
will authorize the Air Force to adjust the figures within the total 
funds authorized or funded for any line item, but will not authorize 
the Air Force to transfer from one line item to another without prior 
approval by the Secretary of Defense. 

(c) The Department of Defense will not support any requests for 
the authorization of funds (beyond the $73.5 million now requested ) 
for the items covered by the “package” program. 

It is the belief of the Secretary of Defense and the Department of 
the Air Force that we have arrived at a reasonable solution to this 
situation, and we are confident that it will provide this country with 
the facilities that are so essential if we are to maintain our air 

thank you gentlemen for this opportunity to speak on this matter 
with you. 

The CuarrMan. Secretary Quarles, when did you come with the 
Department of Defense? 

Secretary Quartes. I was sworn in, sir, the 1st of September 1953. 

The Cuarrman. What did you do before coming to the Department 
of Defense ? 


Secretary QuarLtes. My—— 

The Cuarrman. Would you mind giving the committee just a little 
of your background ? 

uARLEs. Certainly, sir, I will. 

The Cuarrman. And don’t be too modest. Just tell us. 

Secretary Quartes. Well, it is a modest career. I was in World 
War I and when I was mustered out as a se in field infantry in 


World War II went to the Bell Telephone System in its engineering 
work. I was in what is now the Bell Telephone Laboratories for 
substantially all of my professional career. Vice president of the 
laboratories in charge of its military development work and some other 
things for several years prior to 1952, when I went out to be the presi- 
dent of Sandia Corp., which is, as I think you gentlemen all know, the 
Bell System’s subsidiary working for the Atomic Energy Commis- 
sion in the atomic weapons field. 

And I came to my present assignment from Sandia Corp. 

The Cuarrman. Fine. You made a very comprehensive statement 
here, and a convincing statement. I see the biggest item in here is a 
propulsion wind tunnel, $48,830,000. That is a lot of money. 

Secretary QuaR.es. Yes, sir. 

The CuarrmMan. How many wind tunnels do we have in this coun- 
try? One at Cleveland, one—— 

Secretary Quartes. If I may restrict the answer to propulsion 
tunnels, Mr. Short. 

The Cuatrman. Propulsion. 
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Secretary Quartes. Propulsion wind tunnel is quite a different 
thing from what we are now calling here a gas dynamics facility or 
wind tunnel in the ordinary sense of the word. 

We have three propulsion wind tunnels in the country. There is 
one in Cleveland that has a 6- by 8-foot appurture and a fairly low 
velocity limit. There is one in Cleveland as I say, NACA, that has 
a 10- by 10-foot appurture and a velocity limit of Mach 3.5, 

And the one that we ask you now to authorize, at Tullahoma, would 
have a 16- by 16-foot appurture and a Mach number of about 4.9. 
These are labels on it. There are lots of other differences than the 
ones I have described. 

The Cuarrman. Mr. Brooks? 

Mr. Brooks. I pass now, Mr. Chairman. 

The Cuarrman. Mr. Kilday? 

Mr. Kitpay. No. 

The Cuarrman. Mr. Rivers? 

Mr. Rivers. No. 

The Cuarrman. Mr. Hardy? 

Mr. Harpy. No questions. 

The Cuatrman. Any questions? 

Mr. Bray. Mr. Chairman? 

The Cuamman. Mr. Bray. 

Mr. Bray. I want to ask you a question. Is this the item that con- 
siderable opposition on the floor of the House developed a couple of 
years ago? 

The Cuarman. Yes. 

Mr. Bray. I just remembered. I don’t remember the details. I 
wasn’t on the committee then. Was it over this or over some contract 
they were quarreling about ? 

The Cuamman. It was the management. 

Mr. Bray. Oh, I see. 

The Cuatrman. But that was all resolved, those differences, satis- 
factorily. 

Mr. Bray. Yes. 

The Cuatrman. Satisfactorily dealt with, I think. 

Mr. Bray. Yes. 

The Cuarmman. Of course, this is an awful lot of money, $7314 
million. But it is certainly one of the most vital. The Secretary hit 
the nail on the head. If we are to keep up and remain equal, and 
certainly if we are to develop superiority insofar as guided missiles 
and high-speed aircraft are concerned, this is indispensable. 

It is not only vital and necessary but it is indispensable. 

Secretary Quartes. That is our position, sir. 

The Crarrman. Mr. Bates. 

Mr. Bares. Mr. Secretary, this is the minimum requirement, this 
$7314 additional you are asking for here; is that correct? 

Secretary Quarts. It is, sir. In this sense: That there are these 
3 main facilities that we consider to be essential, and this authoriza- 
tion would permit the completion and effective operation of these 3 
facilities. 

We have loped off of the plan everything that we felt we could 
possibly lop off, and still have an effective facility to do this job. 
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Mr. Bares. Well, you are going to be back up here again for more 
money on this project at a later date, next year or so 

Secretary Quartes. The $7314 million will complete this package 
which is the Arnold Engineering Development Center as we now un- 
derstand it. 

It will certainly be several years, perhaps as much as 5 years, before 
this package can be completed and in operation. And, as you perhaps 
noted, our deal with the Air Force is that there will not be further 
requests for authorization to complete this package. In other words, 
they must engineer and construct it within this package. 

Mr. Bares. I was under the understanding that you were going to 
come back here again. Because this was merely the minimum re- 
quirement. 

Secretary Quartes. I didn’t mean, sir, to give that impression. 
This isa minimum package, but the total requirement for that package. 

The Cuarrman. On the last page of the Secretary’s statement, under 
(c), he says specifically and definitely 
that the Department of Defense will not support any request for authorization 
of funds beyond the $73% million now requested for the facilities covered by the 
package program. 

Secretary Quar.es. Right. 

Mr. Bares. This particular package contemplated at the moment. 

The Cuatrman. That is right. 


Secretary Quarters. I think I should be frank with the committee. 
I think nobody can sit here and say into the indefinite future that 
there will not be further advances and further need for facilities. 

The Cuarrman. Because of the very type and nature of your work. 


Secretary Quartes. That is right, sir. 

The Cratrman. It is in such fluid state and you are making such 
rapid advances all the time. You have to call for such changes in de- 
sign. Naturally, it entails great expense. 

Secretary Quar.es. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Bares. The only reason I raised the question, Mr. Chairman, 
was because the Secretary used the word “minimum” and also “initial 
construction.” 

The CuarrMan. Without objection, we will accept this amendment. 
This item should be included in the public works bill, because it is right 
down the alley and in line with the other items that we have already 
approved. 

Now, what language have you prepared, Mr. Counsel, that will take 
care of this particular project ? 

Mr. Ketiener. At page 53, after line 9 in the bill. 

The Cuarrman. All right. 

Mr. Ketieuer. Line 9 isa title line. 

The Cuarreman. All right. 

Mr. Ketxiener. Insert: 

Arnold Engineering Development Center, Tullahoma, Tennessee, Research, de- 
velopment, and test facilities, liquid fuel storage and dispensing facilities, utili- 
ties and personnel facilities $73,500,000. 

The Crairman. Without objection, the amendment is adopted. 
That isa big bite for you, Mr. Secretary. 

Secretary Yes, sir. 
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The Cuairman. But I am sure you are doing a good job, from the 
reports I have received. The best of luck to you. 

Secretary QuarLes. We appreciate it very much, sir. 

The Cuarrman. In a very complicated field. I never feel quite so 
ignorant and humble as when I visit one of these facilities or wind 
tunnels and listen to your language, which the best Philadelphia law- 
yer can’t comprehend. 

Secretary Quar.es. I still feel humble about it, sir, and I visit them 
fairly often. 

The Cuamman. Thank you so much, Mr. Secretary. 

Mr. Smarr. Mr. Chairman, there is no longer any confidential rela- 
tionship to this statement. It may be released by any member. 

The Cuarman. Good. 

Your statement, Mr. Secretary, this morning, will be valuable to us 
if we are interrogated on the floor of the House about this particular 
item. 

Secretary Quarues. Right, sir. I feel that it may be released. 

The Cuarrman. And there is nothing confidential about the state- 
ment you gave us. 

Secretary Quartes. Not in the statement. It was marked “Confi- 
dential until presented,” only. 

The CuarrmaNn, That is all right. 

Thank you very much. 

Secretary Quares. Yes. 

The CHamman. Now, members of the committee, I hope we can 
report this bill out this morning, on Monday file the report, on 
Tuesday go before the Rules Committee for a rule, and call the bill 
up for consideration on next Wednesday. I have already arranged 
with the Speaker and Majority Leader to do that, and also mentioned 
it to Mr. Rayburn. 

Let’s take up now these residual matters. And we should dispose 
of them without too much discussion, I think the first is Camp 
Carson, page 5, line 6 of the bill. 

Mr. Bray had objected to that temporarily at least, until we could 
discuss the matter more fully, which we have done in private 
conference. 

The item is Camp Carson, Colo., troop housing and supporting 
facilities, $7,491,000. 

Mr. Ketiener. Mr. Foster is here. 

The Mr. Foster. 

Colonel Wimer. Colonel Wimer and Mr. Foster. 

The Cuatrman. Yes, Mr. Foster is here. 

Mr. Fosrer. Mr. Chairman, General Carter had a conflict of hear- 
ings this morning, and could not be here. Colonel Wimer is repre- 
senting him here. 

The CuatrMan. Colonel Wimer. Well, we are glad to have you, 
Mr. Foster and Colonel Wimer. As the committee understood, this 
has already been declared a permanent post? 

Colonel Wimer. That is correct. . 

The Cuairman. And much as I regret it to see them move the in- 
duction center from Camp Crowder in my district out there, I could 
not make too much objection. There is not much I could do about it. 
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I tried to bow and accept it as gracefully as I could. But I visited 
Camp Carson, which is a wonderful installation, out in Colorado 
Springs, a beautiful spot. 

Do you have any additional information, Mr. Foster or Colonel 
Wimer? 

Colonel Wimer. That hasn’t already been presented to the com- 
mittee, no, sir. 

The Cuarrman. Mr. Bray, how do you feel about it this morning? 
I am hoping 

Mr. Saat, Frankly, I do not mean to be difficult on this matter. 
But I could not vote for it and agree to it for the reason that I went 
into some detail before, and don’t want to take an undue amount of 
time. 

My objection is to starting a new camp when they stated they did 
not need those barracks at this time, and making it a permanent post 
under conditions which I have narrated previously, and we put the 
foot in the door for an expenditure of $73 million. That is just my 
feeling on the matter. In conscience I can’t take any other stand. 

I do not believe it is the obligation to take everything the military 
brings as gospel truth. Naturally, if we did, it wouldn’t be necessary 
to have an Armed Services Committee. 

Now, I just want to register my feeling on the matter. I don’t care 
a any further on it. 

he Carman. I think the Chair fully understands and also ap- 
sreciates the most difficult position which the gentleman from Indiana 
faa been placed. Because the Government has invested tens of 
millions of dollars at Atterbury, a fine camp. It does rather put you 
on the spot. 

Mr. Brooks. Mr. Chairman 

The Cuarrman. It puts another Representative, too, a good friend 
of mine, by the name of Judge Chenoweth, who is a good friend to 
this committee, it puts him on the spot. 

Mr. Bray. I realize that, Mr. Chairman. 

I think if Judge Chenoweth was in my position he would take the 
same view I was taking and no doubt if I was in his no doubt I would 
take the same view. 

The Cuarrman. That is very reasonable. 

Mr. Bennett. Could we have a brief explanation of this, why it is 
that you feel it is necessary to abandon one camp and establish the 
the other ? 

Colonel Wimer. The principal reason is that Camp Carson is our 
only station which is available for mountain type and cold weather 
training in the United States. In other words, in trying to get a 
diversity of training stations, Camp Carson was selected for that 
purpose, and will be used for that purpose. 

Mr. Bennett. [sit in the mountains, Camp Carson? 

Colonel Wier. Yes, sir, It is. We have Camp Hale which is right 
adjacent to Camp Carson, which is essentially the real mountain and 
winter training station where the troops will move up their period- 
ically on a temporary duty basis from Carson. 

Mr. Bennetr. How far apart are they ? 
Colonel Wiaer. About a hundred miles. 
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Mr. Bray. Mr. Chairman, I want to have it understood that I am 
not objecting to that expenditure, you know, at Camp Hale. It isa 
small camp there and is necessary and no objection to that. 

It isthe permanent installation at Camp Carson 

Mr. Bennerr. How far is Atterbury from this Hale. 

Colonel Wimer. Well, Atterbury is in Indiana and this is in 
Colorado. 

Mr. Bennerr. A thousand miles. No way of using it as a facility 
for Hale. 

Colonel Wier. No. 

Mr. Bray. I wish to explain this. The question is: There are 17 
camps that have been abandoned and then to make another camp, 
previously a smaller camp, permanent because of its relationship to 
the other; that was my objection to it. I am not saying Camp Atter- 
bury should be used for mountain training. I am not quite sure—I 
have no objection to it at all—it is dependent on building permanent 
barracks at Carson. 

Mr. Bennerr. I would like to have that clarified, too. Why aren’t 
you building permanent barracks at Hale? 

Colonel Wimer. We have a place to put a division now at Camp 
Carson. We have never indicated that we couldn’t station it there 
now. This permanent barracks program for Camp Carson is the 
same as it is, as we presented, for every other station where we intend 
to put in permanent barracks. In other words, it is a replacement 
program for the mobilization type or modified emergency-type bar- 
racks now existing at Camp Carson. 

We couldn’t station a full division up at Camp Hale, but we can 
at Camp Carson. 

Mr. Harpy. Mr. Chairman, that raises a question that I hadn’t pre- 
viously anticipated getting into. But I understand you do have 
mobilization-type barracks at Camp Carson now that will accommo- 
date the full number of men that you plan to put there. 

Colonel Wimer. That is correct. 

Mr. Harpy. Your proposal is simply to replace your mobilization- 
type barracks with permanent barracks. 

Colonel Wimer. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Harpy. Well, now, I think it might be pertinent to get a little 
bit of information concerning the condition of the mobilization-type 
barracks that the Army has there. And I have seen proposed replace- 
ment where some right good quality stuff was being thrown down and 
just put some new kind up. I don’t know whether that is the situation 
here or not, but I think we ought to find out. 

Mr. Bray. Mr. Chairman? 

Mr. Harpy. It is already in the record. 

The general already stated they were well housed and in good con- 
dition, with all they need. 

That is already in the record in the general testimony. I checked 
on it yesterday. 

Mr. Harpy. Mr. Chairman, if that is the case, if the barracks at 
Camp Carson now are in reasonably good condition, why, I certainly 
am not going to support the building of new permanent ones there, at 
a time like this, and when there appears to be some question about 
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the wisdom of that a permanent camp with a lot of expenditure for 
permanent barracks. 

Now, if there is a real and urgent need to replace the barracks that 
are there now, I would go along with it. If not, | don’t see the need 
for doing it at this time. 

The CuatrmMan. How do you answer that / 

Colonel Wimer. This particular program of barracks program is 
merely the first increment of trying to house our Army, our peacetime 
Army in permanent construction. And we are trying to put it in at 
each station in increments tht we can handle. 

In other words, we don’t want to tear down buildings that can be 
usable for mobilization. We don’t want to go into a station and tear 
out everything and come up with a new totally new permanent set of 
barracks to house everybody. But we do want to take it by increments 
at each one of these permanent stations so that eventually our peace- 
time Army—our total Army—will be housed in decent permanent 
barracks, with lower maintenance costs than it costs us on the others. 

Mr. Harpy. Now, of course, your permanent barracks would give 
you lower maintenance costs. 

Colonel Wiwer. That is right. 

Mr. Harpy. And this business of getting to permanent barracks as 
a matter of policy and for the long haul I am in full agreement with. 
But I have seen—I saw one situation a few years ago when one of the 
services proposed to replace so-called mobilization-type barracks with 
new permanent barracks when they had just spent $2 million in re- 
habilitating the barracks they proposed to tear down. 

Now, how long has it been since you had major maintenance work 
done on these barracks at Carson ? 

Colonel Wimer. Mr. Hardy, if I may, Admiral Jelley has been there 
and can comment on the condition of those barracks. I have not. 

Mr. Harpy. I think if we could get that information, Mr. Chairman, 
it would be very helpful. 

Admiral Jetiey. It so happens 

The Crarrman. The whole point is this, Admiral. If you have a 
sufficient number of barracks there at the present time in good condi- 
tion that could be used for the next few years at least until there was 
a crying need for new construction, why couldn’t you delay this per- 
haps a bit—not change it, not change its permanent status at all, 
but as long as the present facilities answer the existing or pressing 
need, certainly it could perhaps wait for a little while. 

Admiral Jettey. I have been at Camp Carson in February 1953, 
and in November of 1953, twice within the last 18 months. Each time 
I walked through at least half a dozen different barracks in various 
parts of the station. The barracks were built in 1942. The whole 
camp was built in something like 60 or 90 days. They are two-story, 
80-man barracks. They are unsheathed inside. The second floor is 
unsheathed. The joist spacing and the stud spacing are further apart 
than normal. The toilet and washing facilities are very substandard. 
They were built with noncritical materials during the war. I would 
say that they were very, very substandard and should be replaced. 

The Cuarrman. They deteriorate quickly, don’t they, that type of 
construction. 

Admiral Jevtey. Particularly the electrical and mechanical work. 
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Now, they have had to go ahead in the last few years, and replace 
enough of the piping and enough of the valves on the toilets and 
shower heads to make them habitable. But there was no extensive 
rebuilding program. They have been repainted by troop labor to 
improve the appearance, then in the last—— 

r. Harpy. Admiral, how much has been spent in rehabilitating 
those barracks in the past year? 

Admiral Jetiey. I would say less than $500 per barracks. 

Mr. Harpy. Mr. Chairman, the thing that I am concerned about 
here is the kind of thing that we have had on several occasions. We 
had one situation down at Fort Eustis where they let them take all 
of the buildings, they declared them obsolete, which were mobiliza- 
tion type, and Tet the contractor take them off and put them on some- 
where else and use them for rental housing to rent to the people that 
live on the base. 

Admiral Jetury. I will guarantee these won’t be used for rental 
housing. 

Mr. as I don’t know, Admiral. 

I haven’t seenthem. And I think the Army would have guaranteed 
that, too, to us before they took them off down there. But I am just 
a little skeptical of this kind of a proposition. 

Mr. Brooxs. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. Harpy. Yes, I am through. 

Mr. Brooks. I would like to ask the Admiral this. 

If they are in such substandard shape, are you justified now in not 
asking for a complete rehabilitation of them ¢ y do you just want 
to do it by installments ? 

Admiral Jettry. This is part of the general Army program of re- 

lacing these temporary barracks with permanent construction. I 
lieve this is a quarter of the whole program ? 

Mr. Foster. Roughly that. 

Colonel Wimer. Roughly that. 

Admiral Jettey. Roughly a quarter of the whole program. 

Now, not all of the barracks on the base can be occupied at present. 
I would say the division there now is using about two thirds of them. 
And I hope in a matter of 4 years that the Army will have been able 
to get up this whole nationwide replacement of permanent barracks. 

Mr. Brooxs. Admiral, where are the barracks that the Colonel was 
acer to the other day were in good shape? Where are they 
ocated ¢ 

Colonel Wimer. There are sufficient barracks in present day condi- 
tion for that type of building to house the division at Camp Carson. 

Mr. Brooks. But, now, the barracks you are going to build are in 
addition to the ones needed to house that division? 

Colonel Wimer. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Brooxs. What are you going to use them for? 

Colonel Wimer. They will be held against the mobilization re- 
quirement. 

Mr. Brooxs. They will be in standby shape. 

Colonel Wimer. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Brooxs. Permanent barracks in standby shape. 

Colonel Wier. No. 
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Permanent barracks will be used to house the present division there, 
a part of the present division. 

With those barracks vacated by the division will be held in standby 
shape against a mobilization requirement. 

Mr. Brooxs. The present barracks in substandard shape you are 
going to hold. 

Colonel Wier. That is right. 

Mr. Brooks. For standby for mobilization requirements. 

Colonel Wier. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Harpy. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. Brooxs. Well, it is your time I am using. 

Mr. Harpy. I just want to make this observation. So your main- 
tenance on these buildings will continue. 

Mr. Brooks. I am through. 

The Cuatrman. The same situation prevails pretty generally over 
the entire Nation, doesn’t it ? 

Mr. Foster. May I speak to that point, Mr. Chairman? 

The CHarrMan. Yes. 

Mr. Foster. There is no difference between the situation at Camp 
Carson and the other stations in this program where we have alloted 
this 41,000 permanent spaces. 

As General Carter made plain, I believe, in his opening statment, 
this is a betterment program. 

The Cuarrman, That is right. 

Mr. Foster. The temporary barracks will be replaced insofar as 
current occupancy is concerned, but with very few exceptions will not 
be destroyed or removed. 

The CHatrman. That is right. Well, the only thing we can do is 
to call the roll. 

Mr. Bray. Mr. Chairman. 

The CHarrMan. Yes, 

Mr. Bray. I would like to make one correction here. 

About the condition of those barracks, Admiral: General Carter— 
I am quoting him exactly, in reply to my question : 


General, I did not say no decision was made. I said no money was planned 
to be spent there. 


Then General Carter said: 


That is a correct statement and at the time no money was planned to be spent. 
As I stated initially in this project we did not and do not need those barracks 
at Camp Carson to take care of the division that was moved there. The division 
is all there and as I say, they are in very good buildings. 

Now, that is the record of General Carter when he testified. 

Admiral Jettey. That is evidently a difference of opinion, then, 
bet ween—— 

Mr. Bray. General Carter 

ApMIRAL JELLEY. My judgment of walking through the buildings 
and—— 

Mr. Bray. General Carter was carrying the ball for the Army. 
And that is his statement verbatim. 

The Cuarrman. The clerk will call the roll. Those in favor 

Mr. Brooks. What is the motion? 
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The Cuamman. If you will let the Chair state it. It is whether 
or not we will approve the item for Camp Carson, Colo., in the sum 
of $7,491,000. 

Mr. Bray. That is the one just for Camp Carson, excepting the 
small amount for Hale? 

The CuatrmMan. That is just for Camp Carson. 

Tam reading from page 5 of the bill. 

Mr. Brooks. I want to say again, Mr. Chairman, I don’t know 
enough to vote on it. 

The Well 

Mr. Brooks. If we are going to come to a vote now with the general 
in the Army saying they are in good shape and the admiral saying 
they are in bad shape—frankly, I don’t know who to take there. 
They are both fine men. They are reputable. And I would like to 
know a little more about these things before we vote on it. 

The Cuarman. Well, we have to get this bill out. 

You can vote one way or the other. 

Mr. Smarr. Mr. Short 

Mr. Arenps. A question, Mr. Short. 

The CHAimman. This matter was gone over fully and thoroughly 
and the Chair has not been unreasonable. And I want the clerk to 
call the roll and those in favor of approving Camp Carson, line 6 and 
7 on page 5 of the bill, will when their names are called answer “A ye” 
and those opposed, “No.” And the clerk will call the roll. 

Mr. Smarr. There are 19 yeas and two nays, Mr. Chairman. 

The Cuarran. The item of Camp Carson, page 5 of the bill, line 
6 and 7, is approved. 

The CuamMan. The next item is the Gleason works amendment, 
which involves the exchange between the Army and Gleason works 
of property in Rochester, N. Y. 

Mr. Bisuor. What page? 

Mr. Keurener. It is not in the bill. It would be an amendment to it. 

Theve is to be a witness from the Office of the Secretary of Defense 
on this. 

The CuatrMan. Come up and give the reporter your name. 

Mr. Norton. Melvin A. Norton, of the Office of the Assistant Secre- 
tary of Defense for Properties and Installations. 

The Cuamman. All right, Mr. Norton, we will be glad to hear 
from you. 

Mr. Norton. The project for the Gleason works—— 

The Cuamman. Just a little louder, please, 

Mr. Norton. Concerns a facility in Rochester, N. Y., which is 
poseaeey used by the National Guard, Army National Guard, of the 

tate of New York. 

This facility was an Air Force facility during World War IT, and 
when no longer required, the only requirement appeared to be that of 
the State National Guard. 

The National Guard needs for housing functions, are very definite 
and the only fault is that the building concerned is too large for the 
functions and does not have enough bare land surrounding it for the 
parking of the heavy equipment and trucks that are involved in this 
repair function. 
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The National Guard function is responsible for furnishing equip- 
ment and materials to the guard in the event of an emergency for 
the western part of the State of the State of New York. 

Other Government-owned space is not available since it is very 
scarce in the Rochester area. The facility must be located and the 
function of the National Guard in the area where it can serve 
Rochester and as far west as Buffalo. 

The Gleason works is a gear manufacturing company which, al- 
though it has no direct contracts with the Government, does serve 
many Government contractors of the three departments. 

It appears that the type of gear and the progressiveness of this 
company is such that it furnishes many of the machine tools to pro- 
duce gears for our high-speed engines, both air and naval. 

Gleason works is hemmed in by a railroad and other facilities and 
as a private corporation is in no position to expand its plant and its 
present location. 

The Gleason works wrote the Department of Defense asking whether 
there was any possibility of them securing the use of our Rochester 
facility, either by lease, purchase or any other method which the De- 
partment of Defense could be allowed to do. 

The first reaction, of course, was that we had before us a paper 
from a corporation whose production appeared to be in the interest 
of the Department of Defense and the Nation, and a paper which 
had to be answered. 

As a result, an inspection was made, a normal inspection was made 
of the function of the National Guard at the Rochester facility. As 
a result of that inspection, it was determined that through no fault 
of the National Guard, the building could not and was not being 
properly utilized. It is a high beam industrial type facility. The 
warehousing portion of the function does not lend itself to high stack- 
ing and therefore they are using three times as many square feet as 
is normally needed. 

The repair function of the National Guard facility is a well-per- 
formed operation. There, again, though, they are using space which 
was not built for the function. 

Further, there is practically no outside bare land which would be 
very valuable to the National Guard function. 

The Cuatrman. So after your study and survey, the Department 
of Defense thinks that this amendment would be in the interest of 
the Government ? 

Mr. Norton. Very definitely, sir. 

The Cuatrman. And I might say, in order to expedite this—we 
have gone over it—that the director of the Gleason works was here 
to testify the other day. We were unable to reach him, but he did 
prepare this very brief statement, a letter, which I think Mr. Kelleher 
should read at this point, which verifies and corroborates, I think, 
the position that the Department of Defense has taken. 

You have a copy? 

Mr. Kettener. IT have one, yes, sir. 

The CuatrmMan. If members will listen to this letter, they will know 
what it is all about. 
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Mr. Ketiener. The letter is dated May 11, 1954. It is from Mr. 
H. F. Carver, a director of the Gleason works. It is addressed to the 
chairman. 


Dear Sir: The undersigned was in Washington yesterday prepared to testify 
in favor of the proposed amendment to H. R. 8726 and S. 3260 (sec. 103), if so 
requested by the committee. At the adjournment of the hearing, Mr. P. W. 
Kelleher suggested to me that it might be advisable to prepare a short statement 
on behalf of the Gleason works in support of the amendment which could be 
used in case the hearing on the amendment should resume on such short notice 
that it would be impossible for any representative of the Gleason works to be 
present. We believe that salient facts and arguments in favor of the adoption 
of the amendment can be briefly stated as follows: 


IMPORTANCE OF OUR PRODUCTS TO THE NATIONAL DEFENSE 


We are the sole source of supply in the United States of automatic machines 
for the production of straight bevel coniflex gears, spiral bevel gears, zerol 
bevel gears, hypoid gears and curvic couplings which are vitally important 
components of most mechanical equipment used by the Armed Forces. The 
production of such components without our machines would be an insuperable 
task. For a more detailed discussion of the vital characteristics of our products 
in connection with the national defense, we refer to the testimony of our Mr. 
VandeVate before your subcommittee on March 24, 1954. 


EXPANSION OF FACILITIES 


Although to date we have been able to meet all production requirements of the 
armed services, the Department of Defense has been continuously urging the 
expansion of our facilities and it is now clear that the increasing use of the 
components produced by our machines, particularly in the military fields, will 
require such an expansion. In connection with the current multimillion dollar 
building program on our present property and the rearrangement of our produc- 
tion facilities, we find that additional space will be required in order to maintain 
a flexible, efficient and economical production layout. 

Because of the complicated technical problems involved and the high degree 
of correlation required in developing, engineering, designing and manufacturing 
our products, a physically integrated unit is essential. This will require ex- 
pansion adjacent to our present facilities. As explained by our Mr. Carver in 
his testimony before your subcommittee on March 24, 1954, G. F. E. depot No. 1 
now offers the only feasible location for such expansion, because of the bordering 
streets and the railroad, zoning restrictions and industrial and housing develop- 
ments on adjacent properties. We estimate that our potential productive capa- 
city will be increased approximately 30 percent by the acquisition of this 
property. 

ADVANTAGES OF THE EXCHANGE TO THE GOVERNMENT 


It is the position of the Department of Defense that the proposed exchange will 
provide a new facility for the armed services better adapted to the purpose for 
which the present facility is being used, with a smaller capital investment, and 
a lower maintenance cost. With this appraisal of the situation, we are in 
complete agreement. If the proposed amendment is adopted and the exchange 
can be negotiated on substantially the basis presently anticipated, the Treasury 
of the United States will be benefited, and the defense potential greatly increased. 

Very truly yours, 


Howarp F. Carver. 
sin CrarrMan. You agree to the sentiments and opinions expressed 
there 

Mr. Norton. Yes, sir. 

The Crarrman. Well, if the Defense Department wants it and the 
Gleason works wants it, and needs it, and it is a source of supply for 
vitally needed items. 

What is the amendment? Read the amendment and we will vote 
on it. 
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Mr, Ketieuer. It will be a new section 104. 

The Cuarrman. Where? 

Mr. Ketiener. Following new section 103. 

The Cuarrman. That is all right. 

Mr. Brooks. Which page, Mr. Chairman ? 

Mr. Keitiener. That would be on page 7, following line 8. 

Mr. Bares. Mr. Chairman. 

The Cuarrman. Yes. 

Mr. Bares. This was used as a depot during World War II? 

Mr. Norton. Air Force. 

Mr. Bares. As a depot? 

Mr. Norton. That is right, sir. 

Mr. Bares. All right. And you have a temporary use as a National 
Guard Armory ; is that correct ? 

Mr. Norton. Not temporary, sir. 

Mr. Bares. Well, it is being used currently ? 

Mr. Norton. Right. 

Mr. Bares. Heretofore it has been used as a depot. 

Now, the question I have to ask is this: Then in the event of war, 
would you want this there as a depot or would you want a National 
Guard building somewhere out in town ? 

Mr. Norton. The function for which it was used: It is extremely 
doubtful that it would come in to being in that particular area. There 
is very little defense functions in the area of Rochester, N. Y. 

Mr. Bares. Was that so during World War II? 

Mr. Norton. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Bares. When you felt it necessary to have this depot there ? 


Mr. Norton. Do you know why the Air Force depot was at Roches- 
ter? 
Mr. Knorr. No. 
Mr. Bares. The only thing I wanted to clear up was this: In the 


event we have another emergency—right now it looks like a pretty 
good setup to transfer the current need to a better building which is 
not required at this particular site. But in the event of war, with the 
railroad there and everything else, will you then require a depot at 
this particular location, as you did during the last war ? 

Mr. Norron. Well, of course, we will have one, sir, though it will 
be reduced in size. We will have the National Guard facility. Be- 
cause when they are brought into the military organization it will be 
available then 

Mr. Bares. But it will be at an entirely different location and you 
won't have the facilities you have at the present site. 

Mr. Norron. There will bea spur to this, too, sir. 

Mr. Bares. What is that ? 

Mr. Norton. There is to be a spur track to this facility also. 

Mr. Bares. Right out to the National Guard Armory which will be 
built? 

Mr. Norron. That is right. 

Mr. Bares. So you could use the new building for all the purposes 
that you used this particular depot here during World War I]; is that 


right ? 
Mr. Norton. Except it will be smaller. 
Mr. Bares. Much smaller. 
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The Carman. All right. The amendment, Mr. Kelleher. 

Mr. Ketiener. Yes, sir. It will be a new section 104. We have 
already put in a section 103 in connection with the Boston pier. 

The Cuairrman. That is what I thought. 

Mr. Ketiener. Yes, sir. 

Sec. 103. The Secretary of the Army is authorized, upon such terms and con- 
ditions as he may determine to be in the public interest, to convey to the Gleason 
Works, a New York corporation, the lands and buildings comprising the 
Rochester Ground Forces Equipment Depot No. 1, located at 1044 University 
Avenue, Rochester, New York, in exchange for land in the Rochester, New 
York, area, together with a suitable building and other improvements thereon 
to be constructed by the said the Gleason Works in accordance with plans and 
specifications approved by the Secretary of the Army for use as a new depot 
facility, and a sum of money representing, in the opinion of the Secretary of 
the Army, (1) the amount by which the fair market value of the property 
so conveyed by the Secretary of the Army exceeds the fair market value of the 
land with the building and improvements thereon accepted in exchange therefor, 
and (2) the cost of moving the depot activity to the new depot facility. The 
money to be received by the Secretary of the Army in connection with such ex- 
change shall be covered into the Treasury as a miscellaneous receipt, except 
that such amount thereof as represents the cost of moving the depot activity 
to the new depot facility shall be credited to the appropriation to which such 
eost is charged. 

Mr. Cunnrnenam. Mr. Chairman, I move the adoption of the 
amendment. And in support of it, I would like to state that our 
subcommittee held some hearings on this matter. We came to no 
decision, We felt it should be determined by the full committee. 

Mr. Kelleher can correct me on this. 

Mr. Ketitener. That is right. 

Mr. Cunntnonam. But my recollection is that the reason we made 
no definite decision or recommendation: There were some complaints 
in the form of letters from individuals and after investigation we 
found that they were not worthy of consideration and this amend- 
ment should be approved. 

The Cuarrman. Glad to have your statement, Mr. Cunningham. 

Without objection, Gleason Works amendment is approved. 

The CrarrmMan. Now the next two items are in the Navy. 

First, Dahlgren, Va., page 12, line 13 of the bill. 

We went over this quite thoroughly. As you know, Judge Smith 
and Representative Hruska had a constituent who formerly lived in 
Virginia and now in Omaha, Nebr., who owns a very nice place down 
there. He would like to hold on to his sort of a country place. 

He occupies it for a few months during the summer months, I 
understand. The question is whether or not we will approve this item. 
The Navy says that it is necessary from the standpoint of safety and 
in the long run of economy that you have this additional land. As I 
remember, that is the situation. Is that right, Admiral? 

Admiral Menpennatt. That is right. I believe we hinged on the 
point of whether or not we should insist on taking over a section of 
property, which one of the four property-owners seriously objects to 
giving up his property, to perform what we think is a very important 
and vital function for the Department of Defense. 

The Crarrman. Three of the landowners are agreeable? 

Admiral Menpenuatt. Three of the landowners have agreed _ sir. 
The fourth has a nice summer home there. 
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I can’t help but observe, sir, that after 4 years at sea I was ordered 
to shore duty in Dahlgren at the conclusion of the war and I was very 
much impressed after 2 summers there. What a delightful place it 
was to spend the summers. I was sorry I couldn’t have additional 
time to serve there. But at the same time I was experimental officer 
at the station. I was also very much impressed with the necessity of 
carrying on vital experimental and testing projects. 

Now if the committee would allow me to introduce Admiral Worth- 
ington, who is the Deputy Chief of the Bureau of Ordnance, and he 
would like to address himself to this item. 

The Fine. 

Admiral Worrntneton. We regret this project was not funded 
completely at one time. It was approved in 1952 by this committee 
and we understood also informally that the Senate committee ap- 
proved it. We have delayed 2 years now in requesting money to buy 
the land, which has left the land on the tax rolls for that extra period 
of time, and the owners, of course, have utilized it. 

Their present investment in the launcher is about $500,000, which 
would be lost if this land were not acquired. It will be completed 
if the land is purchased and we will start testing these rocket heads 
this fall. This is the shape charge rocket head which we are manu- 
facturing currently and which will be utilized in war mostly by the 
Air Force. 

It is hoped it will be a very effective weapon against Russian tanks. 

The other large property owner, in addition to not objecting to 
moving, has purchased a place elsewhere, we understand. We reduced 
the original plan of taking over from 1,200 to 840 acres in order to 
make the cost to the Government a minimum and in order also to save 
the place of an old lady who will now not have to move if we buy 
the 840 acres. 

The Cuarnan. And the $412,000 will take care of the testing facili- 
ties and the land acquisition ? 

Admiral Menpenuatu. Yes, sir. We have investigated the cost of 
building this facility at A. P. Hill. It is estimated not too closely 
in the short time available at one and a half million. 

The CuatrmMan. Without objection, Dahlgren is approved—— 

Mr. Harpy. Mr. Chairman, if you put it like that Iam going to have 
to object. 

The Cuatrman. I will withhold that request. 

Mr. Harpy. Now, I don’t want my position in the thing to be con- 
strued as trying to support a fellow who has a farm down there. I 
am not concerned about that at all. My major concern is the taking 
of so much land when there is already so much of it already turned 
over to military purposes in that immediate vicinity. 

The thing that bothers me now—and it is the kind of thing we are 
running into eternally—is you say it would cost you a million and a 
half dollars to move it over onto—— 

The Cuatemay. A. P. Hill. 

Mr. Harpy (continuing). A. P. Hill. Now, Mr. Chairman, I just 
wondered why we couldn’t have gone just a little bit further here. It 
could have been put there in the beginning instead of sticking it there 
at Dahlgren where you have it. Iam just not going to be able to vote 
for the thing. 
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The Cuatrman. Except the facility is established. We have over 
$500,000 already invested. They are asking for less than half a 
million. 

Mr. Harpy. That is right, Mr. Chairman. 

The Cuarmman. To change it now—perhaps a mistake was made, 
Mr. Hardy. 

Mr. Harpy. I don’t think there is any doubt about it. 

The Cuarrman. You are a reasonable person. If we change it to 
A. P. Hill, it would cost a million and a half, Here we can acquire 
it for less than half a million. I don’t think the gentleman from 
Virginia wants to object to this item. 

Mr. Brooxs. Let me ask—— 

Mr. Hess. I would like to agree with Mr. Hardy, let me say. 

The Crarrman. Yes. 

Mr. Hess. I am inclined to agree with Mr. Hardy. I think it is 
about time that the committee does take some action and get these 
armed services to a point where they don’t acquire all this land where 
they don’t need it. : 

Mr. Harpy. That is just the point. Now we are all the time ap 
proving something because it will take less money now than it would 
to change it because they didn’t think through it in the beginning. 
They didn’t have any conception of what they were doing to the 
countryside by taking all this land. 

Mr. Brooks. Let me ask a question—— 

Mr. Bares. Mr. Chairman. 

The Cuatrman. Mr. Brooks. 

Mr. Brooxs. Now you say you are going to put $500,000 on this. 
Once before you set this up and you didn’t know it was going to require 
this much money. 

Do you feel assured and you can tell this committee that you are 
not going to come back here in a year and ask for 1 million and an- 
other year and ask for another million for further expansion on it, 
when you do have this adjacent base which could be used ¢ 

Admiral Worrutneron, Mr. Brooks, the original project included 
the land. Not enough money was appropriated to buy the land but 
one enough money to build the launcher. This will complete the 

acility. 

Mr. Brooks. And there is no additional expansion at all conceivable 
in any way on this project? 

Admiral Worrurineron. Certainly not for this purpose, no, sir. 

Mr. Harpy. I will just vote against it on a roll call. Just record 
me ona roll call as voting against it. 

The Cuarmman. Sometimes you have to have a roll call to make 
our position clear for the folks back home. I think the roll call will 
elp Mr. Bray. Because I know what fire he has been under and 

erticism. And it was perfectly all right for him to vote against Camp 

Carson. And it is all right for Mr. Hardy to vote against this. 

Or without objection. Without objection. 

Mr. Harpy. I just want my position understood, Mr. Chairman. 
The Cuarrman. Mr. Rivers. 

Mr. Rivers. Does the record show what they are going to do with 
this man’s house when they get it? 
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Mr. Bars. This is not to be used for quarters, as I understand it? 

Admiral Worruineron. No, sir. 

Mr. Bares. Or an officers club? 

Admiral Worrurineton. No. 

Mr. Brooks. Let’s have a roll call, Mr. Chairman, at least a show of 
hands, so Mr. Hardy can record himself. 

Mr. Rivers. A show of hands. Without objection, show your 
hands. 

Mr. Bray. Without objection is the best way. 

Mr. Hess. The majority are in favor of it. 

- The Cuamman. Some of them want a roll call. Some without ob- 
jection. Where isthe Chair? How is he going to get along with this 
quarrelsome family ? 

Those in favor of approving Dahlgren will say “Aye.” Opposed, 
“no.” 

The ayes seem to have it, and the ayes have it, and Dahlgren is 
approved. 

The committee will be in order. 

Mr. Durham, the gentleman from North Carolina, has an amend- 
ment on this next item. Mr. Kelleher is just calling him. While he 
is doing that—— 

Mr. Price. Mr. Chairman. 

The Cuarrman. Yes. 

Mr. Price. If Mr. Durham wasn’t to be here this morning, he asked 
me to submit the amendment and I have it here. 

The Cuairman. Oh, fine. Well, that will expedite matters. 

I understand that the gentleman from North Carolina does not op- 
pose this at all. 

Mr. Price. Does not oppose. The Joint Committee on Atomic 
Energy—— 

The Cuarrman. Of which you are a member as well as Mr. Durham. 

Mr. Pricer. Yes, sir, of which I am also a member of the subcom- 
mittee, met Monday afternoon last and discussed that Naval Research 
Laboratory reactor. We were in agreement that it should remain in 
the bill. However, it was the unanimous decision of the committee 
that we should suggest some protective language in there in connec- 
tion with the overall atomic energy program. 

The Cuatrman. We would be happy to have you read the amend- 
ment, Mr. Price, who is a member of the joint committee. 

Mr. Price. It is proposed that the bill be amended, on page 14, line 
8, after $996,000,” to strike the period and add: 

Provided, however, That any fissionable material to be used in such facilities 
shall be obtained from the Atomic Energy Commission in the same manner and on 
the same terms and conditions as the Atomic Energy Commission makes fission- 
able material available for use in research reactors in nongovernmental facilities. 

The Cuarrman. That is keeping it in control of the Atomic Energy 
Commission, where it really belongs. 

Mr. Price. That is correct, and on the same basis as it is done with 
the universities through out the country who are permitted to partici- 
pate in the program. 

Mr. Without objection. 

The Carman. Yes, Captain? Is that satisfactory ? 

Captain Bexrz. That is entirely satisfactory. 
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The Crarrman. I might say that the captain here is Director of 
the facilities, Research and Development, here in Washington. 

Captain Bexrz. Yes. 

The Cramman. And since you reached that agreement, I think 
there is no objection to the amendment. And without objection, the 
amendment is adopted. All right. 

Mr. Gavin. I have an amendment. 

The Cuarrman. Yes. Wait just a minute. 

The Cratrman. Now, then, that takes care of the Army and Navy. 

The Air Force is asking whether it was the sense of the committee 
that land acquisition at Homestead was intended to be cleared without - 
further reference to the Cunningham subcommittee. I thought that 
we had really agreed that the full committee should 

Mr. Cunnrnouam. I thought it was already disposed of. 

Mr. Bennett. So did I. 

Mr. Harpy. Mr. Chairman, in view of all the discussions we had, 
I certainly see no need for it to go before the subcommittee . 

Mr. Cunnincuam. No. 

The Cuarrman. Then the tail would wag the dog. 

Without objection, Homestead is approved. 

Mr. Kettener. That is for $656,000 for 800 acres? 

The CuatrmMan. That is right. 

Mr. Bares. That is the figure. 

‘The Cuarrman. Without objection, that is approved. 

Now that takes care of all three of those items. 

The Cuaran. And the gentleman from Pennsylvania, Mr. Gavin. 

Mr. Gavin. Mr. Chairman, I have an amendment. 

The CuarrMan. Yes. 

Mr. Gavin. Page 7, following line 23, add the following new item: 
“Naval Shipyard, Philadelphia, Pa., crane tracks for drydock, 
$3,415,000.” 

In support of this amendment, Mr. Chairman, I understand the 
Navy is modernizing drydocks at New York, Norfolk, Pudget Sound 
this year, and have requested funds in this authorization bill for 
Boston, Charleston and San Francisco. 

Mr. Harpy. Nothing in there for Norfolk. 

Mr. Bares. Nothing for Boston. 

Mr. Rivers. Not for Charleston. 

Mr. Gavin. I wonder if I could continue without further interrup- 
tion ? 

Well, it is my opinion that the Philadelphia Navy Yard is entitled 

to the same consideration for modernization as the other yards, espe- 
poss | in view of the drastic dropping of employment levels in that 
yard. 
It is my understanding that minor modernization of Philadelphia 
facilities such as the relocation of crane tracks to accommodate the 
width of the supercarrier flight deck would permit the Philadelphia 
Navy Yard to obtain its fair share of the drydocking work. 

The average overhauling of supercarriers would furnish about 35,000 
man-days of work. 

T understand the Navy recently awarded its third contract for super- 
carriers and the overhauling work on these carriers alone would Der. 
nish considerable employment to Philadelphia, assuming that with 
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the modernization of the Philadelphia yard this yard would be given 
its proportionate share of the work. 

I can see no reason why the Navy can’t channel the overhauling of 
supercarriers of the Forrestal type to the Philadelphia yard in order 
to maintain employment levels at that yard commensurate with the 
employment levels at other yards. 

Mr. Rivers. Without objection. 

Mr. Gavin. The Philadelphia Navy Yard presently has two dry- 
docks large enough to accommodate these large carriers. Therefore, 
I would appreciate very much favorable action of the committee in 
accepting this amendment so consideration can be given to the mod- 
ernization of the Philadelphia drydocks so it will be in a position to 
have certain work channeled to that yard to meet the employment 
situation existing there. 

I have talked to—— 

The Cuatrman. I wonder why, if it is a vital item and necessary, 
it wasn’t included in the bill? It was not put in the bill. 

Admiral Menpennaty. Mr. Chairman, it will be necessary for the 
Navy eventually to perform this kind of work at all of the very large 
drydocks to accommodate all of the carriers when they have had canted 
decks installed. But we are endeavoring to pursue this in an orderly 
manner. We have one dock actually under construction now in New 
York. 

We have another one authorized for Norfolk. This is an authorized 
and funded for Norfolk. And another one for Bremerton. And we 
are asking in this bill for San Francisco. Which will give us two 
docks on each coast. 

This is quite vital because of the size of these ships. 

We anticipate putting 1 or 2 docks in each successive bill as we 
present them, until all the big docks have this modernization done 
to them, sir. 

The Cuatrman. You contemplate putting such docks at Philadel- 
phia later? 

Admiral Yes 

The Cnatrman. It is one of our oldest and largest yards. 

Admiral Menpennay. Eventually, yes, sir, the big dock will have 
it done. 

Mr. Bares. Boston and Philadelphia, eventually. 

Admiral Menpennart. The priority has not been established, sir. 
Our actual hope is to. go to Pearl Harbor for the next one, the fifth 
one, because we would then have 2 on each coast and 1 at Pearl Harbor. 
Then eventually we are going to have to do them all. 

The Cnatrman. I would like to do anything in the world to accom- 
modate my good friend from Pennsylvania, but Oil City is quite a 
distance from Philadelphia. 

Mr. Gavin. I quite agree with that. 

The CuarrmMan. From Philadelphia. 

Mr. Gavin. It is all right, Mr. Chairman. This is a $700 million 
bill. In view of the fact that the admiral has already stated that 
eventually this will be done—this is merely an authorization. So 
when they do get around to doing it, it will be authorized to carry on 
the work. I ask that it be done. I ask that favorable action be taken 
in authorizing it now. 
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The Cuamman. You move? 

Mr. Jounson. I move the amendment be adopted. 

The Cuarrman. Those in favor say aye. Opposed, no. The ayes 
seem to have it. 

Mr. Harpy. Mr. Chairman, I was going to offer an amendment if 
I thought it was going to be put, because we need it at Norfolk. That 
is the only reason I voted “No.” 

The Cramman. Without objection, the amendment is adopted. 
Now we will have peace from Pennsylvania for at least 10 minutes. 

Mr. CunnrincuamM. We hope. 

The CHarrman. At least 10 minutes. Off the record. 

(Statement off the record.) 

The Cuarrman. Now, then, members—we are going to get through 
this morning. I just feel confident we are. 

The next 1s general provisions, title V of the bill, page 60, line 17. 

Mr. Ketirner. Mr. Chairman, I might point out that the West 
Point item was lowered or should be lowered by $497,000 because of 
the bill that you introduced and which was passed out. 

The Cuarrman. Members of the committee will recall that the 
Senators on the Board of Visitors of West Point had put in the 
Senate bill $497,000, almost half a million dollars, to refurbish and 
rehabilitate a couple of barracks, dormitories at West Point. 

The House conferees stood pat and rejected it because it hadn’t 
been authorized. The chairman has tatveduced a separate bill in the 
amount of $497,000, which we hope for early and favorable consid- 
eration. And that would automatically lower the amount in this bill 
by that sum of money—$497,000 ? 

Mr. Keiiener. Yes, sir. On page 5, line 21, strike “$10,447,000” 
and insert “$9,950,000,” Mr. Chairman. 

The Cuarrman. Yes. Well, that is a good saving. 

Now ppaee 60, line 17. What is that, Mr. Kelleher? 

Mr. Ketiener. General provisions, sir. 

There is a witness from the Secretary of Defense’s office here, Mr. 
Pike, who can describe the changes. 

I might point out, Mr. Chairman, that 501 is identical to last year 
and is conventional language. 

I believe after 501, Mr. Cunningham has a proposed amendment 
relating to options. 

Mr. Yes. 


The Cuarrman. All ge Mr. Cunningham. 


Mr. Cunntnenam. Mr. Chairman, I offer as an amendment to 
section 501 (b) the following: 


No real estate not in Federal ownership shall be acquired by a military de- 
partment except as such acquisition is or shall be expressly authorized by law. 
Provided, however, That the Secretaries of the Military Department may, prior 
to such authorization procure options on real estate which in their judgment 
is suitable and likely to be required in connection with prospective public- 
works projects of the Military Department and to pay out of any funds available 
to such departments for real-estate activities amounts not in excess of— 


I haven’t any amount in here, it is blank— 


percent of the appraised fair market value of the real estate involved as con- 
sideration for such options. 
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And I am going to suggest not to exceed 2 percent, put in 2 percent. 

The Cuairman. Is this a matter that was considered by your sub- 
committee ? 

Mr. CunnincHam. Yes, we have been discussing it for a year. 

The Cuamman. Mr. Hardy. 

Mr. Harpy. Mr. Chairman, I believe it is a good amendment. 

j Mr. Price. What about the percent? I don’t know anything about 
that. 

The Cuatrman. You say 2 percent? 

Mr. Cunnineuam. Of the appraised market value for an option, I 
would think that would be plenty. Wouldn’t you think two is plenty? 

Mr. Harpy. I think two is ample. 

Mr. CunninGHaAm. Two is ample. 

Mr. Ketxiener. I believe the Department feels that five would give 
them needed latitude, Mr. Cunningham. 

Mr. Cunnincuam. We must’nt get it so high that they will go hog- 
wild spending money for options. Generally you can go out and get 
an option for a dollar or two for a limited time. 

The CHamman. That is right. Let’s hear from the Department. 
How do you feel, Admiral Jelley ? 

Admiral Jetzey. The only objection I might raise to that is the 
term “real-estate activities.” As I recall, funds for payment of real- 
estate leases come out of the usual maintenance and operating funds 
and I don’t think they are specifically 

Mr. CunninouaM. You would object to the word “activities” ? 

Admiral Jetiey. I don’t think that would tie—— 

Mr. CunnincHAm. I think it would be better to take “activities” 
out myself because real-estate covers all fixed assets to it. I would 
accept that, Mr. Chairman. 

Mr. Smart. Say “fee acquisitions.” 

The Caatrman, What do you think about the percent? 

Admiral Jettey. I have no objection. 

Mr. Cunnrncuam. Two percent enough? Make it 3 percent, if 
there is any question about it. I think 5 is too much. n’t you, 
Mr. Hardy? 

Mr. Harpy. Yes, I think 5 is too much. I won’t argue with about 
1 or 2 percent. 

The Carman. Three percent is satisfactory ? 

Admiral Jettey. Three percent would be 

I suggest that Mr. Kelleher check the language with the Appropria- 
tion Committee staff to make sure that it ties in. 

The CHarrman, Yes. 

Mr. Cunnrncuam. I move the adoption of the amendment. 

The Cyaan. All in favor of the amendment say aye. Opposed, 
no. The amendment is adopted. 

Mr. Harpy. Mr. Chairman. 

The Yes. 

Mr. Harpy. There is one other matter that I haven’t heard men- 
tioned this morning that we discussed, and that was the question of 
the sewage disposal. 

The Crarrman. I am coming to it. 

Mr. Harpy. Fine. 
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The Cuarrman. You see, we are just about at the tail end. Be 
atient. 
4 The Crarrman. Next is the question of sewage disposal projects 
for all departments, including Fort Lewis, Wash. 

Mr. ( Aside.) 

The Cuatrman. Oh, yes, we hadn’t finished with all the general 
provisions. We jumped the gun, Porter. 

Mr. Harpy. Excuse me. 

Mr. Ketiener. Perhaps Admiral Jelley and Mr. Pike could discuss 
them briefly, Mr. Chairman, and show where they are similar to pre- 
vious bills and where they are not. 

The Cuarrman, Section 501, 2, 3, 4, 5, 6, and 7. 

Mr. Ketiener. Yes, sir. 

The Cuamman. Are these general provisions satisfactory ? 

Mr. Pree. Yes, sir. 

The Cuarrman. In the bill? 

Mr. Yes, sir. 

Section 502 is the authorization for appropriation and is identical 
to the provisions contained in the last two public works bills, except, 
of course, for the amounts. 

The Cuarrman. That is right. Well, without objection, I think 
we can approve them in block. 

Mr. Ketiener. There is a slight change in 504, sir, and in 503, too, 
that might be of interest to the committee, 

The Cuarrman. Let’s have it. 

Mr. Pixe. Section 503 concerns the variation in the cost. A minor 
change of a clarifying nature has been made in this section as com- 
pared to the equivalent 

The CuatrmMan. It will be varied upward to 10 percent? 

Mr. Pr«xe. That is one change. The minor change has been made 
to substitute the word “projects” for “work” and to substitute “in 
respect of projects in such title” for “in respect of such title.” 

That is merely a clarifying amendment. 

Also, the phrase “by section 402 of this act” that appeared in Public 
Law 534 is omitted as being unnecessary. 

The percentage variation is made applicable only to the public 
works for which appropriations are to be authorized by this bill, hav- 
ing specific reference to title 3 of the act. 

Otherwise, it is identical with Public Law 534, which is the second 
from the last public works bill. It differs from Public Law 209 in 
that it specifies a 10 percent variation rather than a 5 percent variation 
with respect to continental United States. 

Mr. Kettener. Last year, Mr. Chairman, it was 5 percent varia- 
tion in the United States and 10 percent overseas. This year it is 10 
percent everywhere. 

The CuarMan. Without objection 

Mr. Bares. This is 10 percent by title ? 

Mr. Prxe. No, by line items. 

Mr. Bares. Well, now, is that what it says? 

Mr. Ketiener. You can’t exceed the title. 

Mr. Pr«e. There is no change in the title. You can’t in one title— 
the total amount can be exceeded. 
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Mr. Bares. It says that and it is clear. But my question is: On 
line items, it doesn’t refer to line items here and I would gather from 
reading it that you can vary anything within the title and exchange 
it within 1 percent, providing the total amount doesn’t exceed the 
amount authorized. 

Mr. Pixe. The dollar amounts—the only dollar amounts specified 
in the first three titles are dollar amounts with respect to line items. 
Those dollar amounts can be increased by 10 percent provided there 
is an equivalent reduction in dollar amount in other line items in the 
same title. 

Mr. Bares. Yes, I understand that. 

Mr. Prke. So that the total in any one title can never be raised. 

Mr. Bares. I understand that. But on individual line items be- 
tween different stations, you can change those ’ 

Mr. Pixe. Yes, sir, up to 10 percent. 

Mr. Bares. Yes. 

Mr. Pike. Section 504 is the limitation, square footage limitation on 
the construction of family quarters and is identical with the provisions 
that were contained in the last two public works bills, with the one 
exception. The phrase “except as otherwise specifically authorized 
in this Act”. That is the single exception in title I at page 6, line 16 
to 18, referring to the construction of one set of family quarters for 
the Army at Okinawa. 

Mr. Ketiener. The Governor’s house there. 

Mr. Bares. You have limitations on space. Don’t you currently 
have a limitation on the amount you can spend ? 

Mr. Prixe. There is a limitation in the section 708 of the Depart- 
ment of Defense Appropriation Act, 1955. 

Mr. Barres. Now do you suggest that that be changed? Because I 
cited earlier in the hearings the experience which I had in Brunswick, 
Me., where the costs were higher. They submitted 4 or 5 offers for 
bids and couldn’t get anybody to bid, even though they cut down the 
square feet considerably. 

Mr. Pike. We have not recommended to the Appropriation Com- 
mittee any change in that language. 

Mr. Bares. Well, I hope you coe what you are doing in places 
like that, because they sure had a time of it. 

Admiral Jettey. We went over this bill very carefully. It won’t 
hurt us on the housing items in this bill. 

Now, in the proposed housing bill we are expecting to have those 
eliminated as they affect that proposed housing bill. 

j Mr. naman Won't that section 503 take care of that, the 10 percent 
actor ¢ 

Admiral Jettey. No, I don’t think the 10 percent factor 

Mr. Bares. Unless there is language to the contrary 

Admiral Jettey. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Prxe. No, the 10 percent factor does not apply to the construc- 
tion on an individual item. It doesn’t raise any limitation. 

Mr. Bares. I understand that. 

Mr. Prxe. It is only 10 percent of a whole station, projects at a 
station. 
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Mr. Bares. I understand that. But if you had certain projects 
within that station that ran over, then you could do that, by 10 per- 
cent, couldn’t you ? 

Mr. Prxe. We could still not exceed a dollar limitation on family 
housing. 

Mr. Bcc I understand that. But I say in the absence of that spe- 
cific requirement which you just cited, the limitation, this language 
just of itself would permit you to vary it. 

Admiral Jetitey. Yes, sir, in the absence of the other. 

Mr. Bares. That is right. And if you have this language without 
the other language you could make the adjustment necessary ? 

Admiral Yes, sir. 

The Cuairman. All right, without objection, the general provisions 
are approved. 

Now this brings us to an important question. Sewage disposal 
pecnes for all departments including Fort Lewis, Wash. 

r. All right. 

The Crarman. I think—— 

Mr. Harpy. Mr. Chairman, I would like to make a motion on that, 
if it is in order. 

The Crarrman. I think so. We went over it thoroughly in these 
communities. There are certain communities that have suffered dam- 
ageandinjury. Itis very unfair, I think. 

Mr. Harpy. I think it is absolutely unthinkable for us to permit a 
violation of State law in cases of this kind and I move that all five 
of them be included. 

Mr. Ketiener. It is more than five, sir. 

The Cuarrman. All in favor of the motion—— 

Mr. Smarr. How many are there ? 

The Cuarrman. Wait a minute. 

Mr. Bares. What are they ? 

The Cuarrman. All 5 of them—were there 5? 

Mr. Harpy. I understood there were five, Mr. Chairman. What- 
ever they are, let’s read them out and see what they are. ete 

Mr. Ketiener. There are many more than that, sir. This is just 
Army that you have here. 

The Cuarrman. What would be the total? We better move care- 
fully here. 

Mr. Harpy. Let’s see what they are. I had understood that there 
were five. 

Mr. Smarr. I think there were five in Army alone. 

Mr. Ketieuer. There are more than five. There are seven. 

Mr. Smarr. How many has the Army 

Mr. Foster. Mr. Chairman, the Army prepense seven sewage dis- 
posal plants of the nature which violate State law: Mr. Hardy re- 
membered the figure five. That was originally in our 1955 bill, Mr. 


Hardy. The number was five. However, there were two which had 
been in a prior a and deleted. So the total is now seven. 


The CHarrRMAN. at is the total amount involved? 

Mr. Foster. $3,697,000. 

The Cuarmman. And where are the seven ay ects? Read them 
off to the committee. Let’s pay attention. We have to get out of 
here. 
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Mr. Foster. The seven are located, sir, at Fort Hamilton, N. Y., 
$450,000; Fort Jay N. Y., $1,488,000; Fort Lewis, Wash., $793,000; 
Richmond Quartermaster Depot, Va., $97,000; Benicia Arsenal, Calif., 
$352,000; Jet Propulsion Laboratory, Calif., $157,900; Savannah 
Ordnance Depot, il. $360,000. 

The amendments to the bill which would be required to authorize 
these, Mr. Chairman, have been handed to the counsel. 

The Cuarmman. You might read it, Mr. Kelleher. 

Mr. Ketiener. Yes, sir. 

On page 2 

The Cuamman. Yes, we know what it is. It merely puts these 
projects on the pages. 

Mr. Keviener. That is all. 

The Cuamman. That is it? 

Mr. Fosrer. That is all. 

The Cuatrman. I think the feeling of this committee is pretty 
strongly in favor of this and I don’t see why we shouldn’t authorize 
it now. All in favor say “aye.” Opposed, “no.” 

Unanimously agreed. 

Mr. Ketitener. That is Army only. 

The Cuarmrman. Army only. We can’t take them all at once. The 
others haven’t raised the question, so we won't bother. 

Mr. Kivpay. Is that all? 

The CuHamman. No, no. Wait just a minute now. That takes 
care of the sewage disposal projects. 

The Cratrman. There is an item here, urgent request, by the Air 
Force, to acquire and rehabilitate Limestone Cave, near Pittsburgh, 
Pa. It isan urgent request by the Air Force to acquire and rehabili- 
tate these—Limestone Cave. We would be glad to have any state- 
ment from the Department. 

Mr. Jackson. Mr. Chairman, I am Donald R. Jackson, the Deputy 
for Materiel to Mr. Roger Lewis, Assistant Secretary of the Air Force. 
Mr. Lewis attended these hearings on this subject before the Senate 
Armed Services Committee and regrets that he can’t be present before 
you gentlemen today because of his absence from the city. My pri- 
mary purpose in being here is to assure you gentlemen of the As- 
sistant Secretary’s personal support to the proposed acquisition of the 
Medusa mine for the purpose i storage of machine tools. Mr. Lewis 
feels that this is an extremely economical and sensible approach to 
the problem that the Air Force faces with respect to adequate storage 
facilities for machine tools. 

The Medusa mine affords us the opportunity of acquiring with a 
minimum of rehabilitation a very adequate facility for a compara- 
tively reasonable cost. 

Now Colonel Anderson will give you further details. 

Colonel Anperson. Mr. Chairman, I refer to Secretary Talbott’s 
letter of April 21 to you. 

The Cuamman. I have that, and I think perhaps you should—I 
think that explains the thing pretty ihovenakte. doesn’t it? 

Colonel ANperson. Yes, sir. 

The Cuarrman. Completely ? 

Colonel Anperson. Yes, sir. 
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The Cuairman, Perhaps you should take time to read this into the 
record. It is only one page here, but it tells the story. 

Colonel ANberson. Yes, sir. 

The Cuatrman. Go ahead and read it. 

Mr. Brooxs. How much is it going to cost? 

Colonel Anperson. The land is going to cost $61,000, sir. To im- 
prove it will cost about 514 million, total, 

Mr. Rivers. Without objection. 

The CuarrmMan. We will have the counsel read the letter from the 
coceteey of the Air Force, Mr. Talbott. You can comment as you 
wish. 

Mr. Ketiener. The letter is dated April 21, 1954, and it is from the 
Secretary of the Air Force, Mr. Talbott, to the chairman. 


As a result of reduced aircraft production, a great number of Government- 
owned machine tools, largely from second sources, are becoming inactive. Al- 
though an effort is made to store these machine tools on site, a great number are 
in non-Government-owned plants for which the owners have other uses, and they 
are being returned to us for storage. 

The Air Force is already renting space for machine tool storage and expects 
to receive an additional 15,000 machine tools between this summer and the middle 
of 1956 and urgently requires additional storage space for them. 

The Air Force has in mind the acquisition and rehabilitation of a large lime- 
stone cave near Pittsburgh, Pa., for this purpose. This former limestone mine 
is dry, above the surrounding terrain, on one level, and of an excellent floor 
plan and ceiling height to make excellent machine tool storage space. The land 
can be acquired for about $60,000, and the cost of lighting, ventilating, paving, 
and providing the necessary handling facilities is estimated to be between $2 
and $2.50 per foot. Approximately 4 million feet are available, of which it is 
our present plan to prepare 2 million feet initially to provide for our known 
requirements. An additional area can be prepared as required. 

The cost of new construction currently runs between $9 and $10 per foot, and 
the cost of rented space runs about $1.56 per foot per year. 

In view of the urgency of our requirement, the Air Force desires to acquire the 
land and commence the improvements at once, and proposes to use fiscal year 
1954 funds appropriated for aircraft and related procurement for the purpose. 
These funds were requested for industrial mobilization, which includes the main- 
tenance of reserve plants and equipment. It has been our usual practice, how- 
ever, to restrict the use of these funds to facilities which were to be operated 
by a contractor, and to treat such facilities as were to be operated by the Govern- 
ment as public works. In view of this previous practice, the Air Force would 
like to understand that your committee has no objection before proceeding. 


Mr, Kerttener. There will be no amendment to the bill. This will 
be merely a project cleared—— 

The Cuarrman. Cleared with the committee. 

Mr. Ketiener. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Kitpay. 1954 funds? 

Mr. Kretiener. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Brooxs. It looks like a good project, Mr. Chairman. 

The Cuarrman. Without objection, the committee will give it its 
stamp of approval. Thank you very much. 

Now. then, there is one other item. 

Mr. Rivers. 

Mr. Rivers. Mr. Chairman— 

The Cramrman. How do you feel about it? You are still of the 
same opinion ? 

Mr. Rivers. Yes, sir. Whenever the committee requested Colonel 
Rodenhaouser to estimate the cost for the construction of these bases 
that they are improving and building, to change them from 10- to 
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25-year construction, I was at another committee when Charleston’s 
estimate came in. I didn’t have an opportunity to make it before the 
committee. 

Of the total of $26 million, 20 of which has been spent at this base— 
and the mission changed from a TAC to a MATS setup—it will only 
require $681,000 total remaining expenditure to change the designa- 
tion. 

The Cuairman. From a 10- to 25-year ¢ 

Mr. Rivers. Ten to twenty-five. It is less than 4 percent. I wanted 
to bring it here to the attention of the committee. 

I have a map here showing it and also a paper here which came in 
yesterday showing one of the large Navy C—118’s which flew from 
Germany to this airbase. 

The CHarrMman. There are three of these MATS airbases? 

Mr. Rivers. Three of these MATS bases. 

The Cuarrman. Where are they? 

Mr. Rivers. One at McGuire, which is Dix, one at Dover, and one 
at Charleston. Charleston furnishes an entire 12 months year around 
operation free from all of the ice and cold in the winter and everything 
that goes with it. 

The Cuarrman. I think this would be money wisely and well spent, 
that would return dividends. 

Mr. Rivers. The reason I didn’t bring it up before was because | 
was afraid to 

The Cuarrman. I am in favor of it. 

Mr. Gavin. What is the gentleman’s amendment ? 

Mr. Rivers. That we change it from a 10 to 25-year designation and 
increase the appropriation $681,000 over the amount. 

The CrarrMan. $24 million base. 

Mr. Gavin. I move it be accepted. 

The CrarrmMan. Without odjection, we will approve it. 

Mr. Rivers. Thank you, Mr. Chairman. 

The Cuatrman. Without objection. 

Now, then, let’s be patient. Just a minute. 

I think that deals with all items in this bill, and there were many, 
many of them. The committee has worked faithfully, diligently and 
hard. They have been very patient for 6 weeks. 1 hope if we can 
bring in a new bill, a clean bill, without all these little minor amend- 
ments and changes that mess it all up—if the counsel will work on that 

And Mr. Smart—Mr. Arends, Bob and Phil will get this bill and 
whip it in shape so you can drop it in the hopper Monday. Then we 
will go before the Rules Committee. You arrange it with Leo. 

Mr. Arenps, Yes. 

The Cramman. So we can go before the Rules Committee Tuesday. 
Not at noon, however. I have to introduce the President of the 
United States, at the National Rivers and Harbors Congress. But 
we will get a rule Tuesday. And Wednesday we will call the bill wp 
on the floor. 

How much time should we have? Three hours of general de- 
hate—— 

Mr. Hess. Two hours and one hour on the rule. 

The Cuatrman. And 1 hour on the rule, and 2 hours evenly di 
vided, 2 hours of general debate. 
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Mr. Hess. Yes. 

The Cuamman. | hope before night falls Wednesday this bill will 
have passed. I don’t anticipate too much difficulty because it is re- 
ported with these amendments. It is unanimously reported. 

Mr. Brooxs. May we have a rollcall on it? 

The Cuatrman. Yes, we will have a rollcall. But some members 
had to vote a little differently on particular amendments. But let’s 
get a clean bill, Mr. Smart. 

Mr. Smarr. Yes. 

The Cuamman. And arrange, Mr. Arends, so we can go before the 
Rules Committee Tuesday for 2 hours of general debate. I don’t 
anticipate too much trouble on the floor. 

The question is on reporting the bill as amended. Those who are 
in favor of reporting the bill will, when their names are called, answer 
aye and ae no, and the clerk will call the roll. 

(Rolleall.) 

Mr. Smart. The vote is unanimous, Mr. Chairman. 

The Cuarrman. The bill is unanimously reported by those present. 

Just a minute. I don’t think we will have any meeting on Tuesday, 
next Tuesday. 

Mr. Smart. Mr. Chairman, you will recall 

The Cuatrman. But there will be meetings of subcommittees. I 
think Mr. Arends wants to meet with his subcommittee. Mr. Hess 
wants to meet with his committee. 

Mr. Smart. May I suggest, Mr. Chairman—— 

Mr. Brooks. ( Aside.) 

_ The Cuarrman. Those in favor of bringing in a clean bill say aye 
Opposed, no. 
e will bring in a clean bill. 

Mr. Smart. Mr. Chairman. 

The Cuatrman, Yes. 

Mr. Smarr. You will recall my conversation with you earlier this 
morning. 

The Cuarrman. Yes. 

Mr. Smarr. We have these 2 bills, 1 for construction of the 20 
large type tankers and the other one this amendment to the Doctor 
Draft Act with reference to the Communists. I suggested that you 
refer the latter bill to Mr. Arends, the former bill on the tankers to 
subcommittee No. 1, Mr. Shafer, and those committees could sit simul- 
taneously next week and get those two important measures out of the 
committee, 

The Cuarrman. That is right. Without objection—well, I do as- 
“ig them. I assign the bills to those two subcommittees. 

want to thank all the witnesses who have been before us and 
cooperated. 

(Whereupon, at 12 noon, Friday, May 21, 1954, the committee 
adjourned.) 


